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In the Court of Appeals of the District of Columbia. 


George E. Hamilton et al., Appellants,A 

vs. V No. 1052. 

Henry Hastings et al. 1 


a Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 

-*• 

Henry Hastings and Kate Hastings') 

vs. >No. 20352. In Equity. 

George E. Hamilton et al. I 


United States of America, 1 
District of Columbia , % J 8 


Be it remembered that in the supreme court of the District of Co¬ 
lumbia, at the city of Washington, in said District, at the times 
hereinafter mentioned, the following papers were filed and proceed¬ 
ings had in the above-entitled cause, to wit: 


1 I Bill, &c. 


Filed April 15,1899. 

In the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 


Henry Hastings and Kate Hastings," 

Complainants, 

vs. 


George E. Hamilton, Edward J. Stell- 
wagen, George A. Kettell, Mary Nesmith, 
Julia Nesmith, The Old Ladies’ Home, 
The Consumptives’ Home, Ethel Hast¬ 
ings, and Henrietta N. Hastings, Defend- 


> In Equity. 


ants. 


No. 20352. 


The complainants state as follows: 

1. That the complainants are both citizens of the United States 
and residents of the State of Massachusetts and bring this suit in 
their own right. 

2. That the defendants George E. Hamilton, Edward J. Stell- 
wagen, and George A. Kettell are all citizens of the United States, 
and residents of the District of Columbia except the said George A. 
Kettell, who is a citizen of the United States and residents of the 
State of Massachusetts. These three defendants are sued as execu¬ 
tors of the last will and testament of Kate H. Taylor, deceased. 
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3. That the defendants Mary Nesmith and Julia D. Ivy are citi 
zens of the United States and residents of the State of Massachusetts 
and are sued herein as trustees under the will of said Kate H. 
Taylor, deceased. 

2 4. That your complainants have no knowledge or informa¬ 
tion as to the incorporation or existence of any such bodies 

as the “ Old Ladies’ Home ” and the “ Consumptives’ Home,” men¬ 
tioned in said will and hereinafter made parties defendant to this 
suit. 

5. That the defendants Ethel Hastings and Henrietta N. Hast¬ 
ings are citizens of the United States and residents of the State of 
Massachusetts, and are joined as defendants to this suit for con¬ 
formity only as among the heirs and next of kin of the said Kate 
H. Taylor, deceased, no relief being prayed as against them. 

6. That the said Kate H. Taylor departed this life in the month 
of December, 1897, in the city of Washington, D. C., domiciled at 
that time and for many years prior thereto and for many years prior 
to the execution of her will, hereinafter mentioned, in the District of 
Columbia, having first duly executed her last will and testament, 
naming the defendants George E. Hamilton, Edward J. Stellwagen, 
and George A. Kettell her executors. The said will, disposing both 
of real and personal estate, was executed in such manner as to enti¬ 
tle it to probate in the District of Columbia, and was in all respects 
except those hereinafter mentioned a valid will under the laws of 
the District of Columbia. 

7. By the first nine clauses of said will the testatrix bequeaths 
certain sums of money to persons therein named. By the tenth 
clause she bequeaths “ to the Old Ladies’ Home, in Washington, 
D. C., and to the Consumptives’ Home, in Washington, D. C.,” the 
sum of two thousand dollars each. By the thirteenth clause she 

directs her executors to sell her real estate in the city of 

3 Washington, D. C., and use so much of the proceeds as may 
be necessary to carry out the antecedent provisions of her 

will, and dispose of the balance of such proceeds as follows: “ * * * 
and the balance, together with all the rest and residue of my estate, 
I leave to my cousin Mrs. Nesmith, and her daughters Mary and 
Julia, in trust to devote the income to such charities as they see fit, 
until they can no longer attend to the same, at which time"I direct 
that they shall devote the entire sum, principal and interest, to the 
same purpose.” A copy of said will is hereto attached, marked Ex¬ 
hibit A, and prayed to be read as a part of this bill. 

8. That at the time of her death the said Kate H. Taylor was a 
widow, without issue, and that her only next of kin and heirs are 
the children and grandchildren of her deceased brother, Henry 
Hastings, to wit, Henry Hastings and Kate Hastings, children of 
the said Henry Hastings, deceased, and Ethel Hastings and Hen¬ 
rietta N. Hastings, children of Edward Hastings, deceased, who was 
a son of the said Henry Hastings, deceased. 

9. That the said testatrix’s realty in the city of Washington, D. C., 
consisted of lot numbered fifty (50), in Sunderland’s subdivision of 






HENRY HASTINGS ET AL. 


3 


square numbered one hundred and fifteen (115), being the premises 
known as No. 1336 Nineteenth St. N. W. 

10. That the said testatrix died possessed of a large amount of 
personal property, part of which was in the District of Columbia 
and part of which was in the possession of the aforesaid George A. 

Kettell in the State of Massachusetts, who held and con- 

4 trolled the same as agent, acting under a power of attorney 
from the said Kate H. Taylor, deceased. 

11. That the said executors of Kate H. Talyor, deceased, have not 
caused her will to be admitted to probate in the District of Co¬ 
lumbia, but have the same now, as your complainants believe and 
charge, in their possession. 

12. That the said executors have instituted proceedings for the 
probate of said will in the State of Massachusetts, notwithstanding 
the several facts that their testatrix was domiciled in the District of 
Columbia at the time of her death, that the whole of her real estate 
was situated here, and that a large portion of her personal property 
was located in the District of Columbia at the time of her death. 

13. That your complainants are informed and believe that no 
such bodies, incorporated' or unincorporated, as the “ Old Ladies’ 
Home, in Washington, D. C.,” or the “ Consumptives’ Home, in 
Washington, D. C.,” exist in the District of Columbia. 

14. Your complainants are advised that the devise and bequest 
in the 13th clause of the will of said Kate H. Taylor, deceased, to— 

“ Mrs. Nesmith and her daughters Mary and Julia, in trust to de¬ 
vote the income to such charities as they see fit, until they.can no 
longer attend to the same, at which time I direct that they shall de¬ 
vote the entire sum, principal and interest, to the same purpose,” 
is too vague and indefinite to be capable of enforcement under the 
* laws of the District of Columbia, and is therefore void, and that the 
property so devised and bequeathed is a resulting trust in the hands 
of said executors for the benefit of the heirs and next of kin of the 
said testatrix, which a court of equity will enforce. 

5 15. Your complainants are also advised that the legacies 
in the tenth clause of said will to the “ Old Ladies’ Home, in 

Washington, D. C.,” and to the “ Consumptives’ Home, in Wash¬ 
ington, D. C.,” are inoperative for want of legatees competent to take 
and enure to the benefit of her heirs and next of kin. 

16. Your complainants also further show that the testatrix’s 
cousin, “ Mrs. Nesmith,” mentioned as trustee in the 13tli clause of 
said will, is dead, and that the other two trustees, “ her daughters 
Mary and Julia,” hereafter named parties defendant to this suit, 
survive her, the said Julia having intermarried with one T. Ivy and 
hereinafter made a party defendant as Julia D. Ivy. 

In consideration of the premises, your complainants pray as fol¬ 
lows—that: 

I. 1. George E. Hamilton (resident), 

2. Edward J. Stellwagen (resident), 

3. George A. Kettell (non-resident), 

4. Mary Nesmith (non-resident), 
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5. Julia D. Ivy, formerly Julia D. Nesmith (non-resident), 

6. Ethel Hastings (non-resident), 

7. Henrietta N. Hastings (non-resident), 

8. “ Old Ladies’ Home, in Washington, D. C.,” and 

9. “ Consumptives’ Home, in Washington, D. C.,” 

be b}' proper process made parties defendant to this suit and re¬ 
quired to make answer to this bill. 

II. That the aforesaid devise and bequest to Mrs. Nesmith and 
her daughters Mary and Julia, in the 13th clause of said will, in 
trust, to be applied to such charities as they see fit, be declared in¬ 
capable of enforcement, and therefore null and void. 

6 III. That the aforesaid legacies to the “ Old Ladies’ Home, 
in Washington, D. C.,” and the “ Consumptives’ Home, in 

Washington, D. C.,” be declared inoperative and of no effect for 
want of legatees competent to take. 

IV. That the property included in said void and inoperative 
devise and bequests be declared a resulting trust in the hands of 
the executors of said Kate H. Taylor, deceased, for the benefit of 
the complainants and others, heirs and next of kin of the said 
testatrix. 

V. That this bill for the construction of the will of the said Kate 
H. Taylor, deceased, be retained until probate of the said will is had 
in the District of Columbia, if the court should be of opinion that 
such probate is necessary to the jurisdiction of the court in the 
premises. 

VI. That the said executors be required to produce said will and 
file the same with the clerk of this court or the register of wills for 
the District of Columbia, in order that said will may be admitted to 
probate. 

VII. That such other, further, and general relief may be granted 
to the complainants as to equity shall seem meet and the nature of 
their case require. 

HENRY HASTINGS, 

KATE HASTINGS, 

By WILLARD HOWLAND, 

Solicitor for Complainants. 
CHAPMAN W. MAUPIN, 

So Heitor for Comp lainants. 

7 “Exhibit A.” 

Filed April 15,1899. 

In the name of God, amen. 

I, Kate H. Taylor, of Washington, D. C., do make, publish and 
declare this to. be my last will and testament, and I hereby revoke 
all former wills by me at any time made. 

I give to my cousin, Mrs. John Nesmith, of Lowell, Mass., one 
thousand dollars, as a token of our life-long memories and loving 
regard. 


% 
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To each of the children of Mrs. Nesmith, viz., Mary, Isabella, 
Julia, James E. and Joseph, I give the sum of five hundred dollars. 

To Mrs. George A. Kettell of Charlestown, Mass., I give the sum 
of five hundred dollars. 

To each of the children of Mrs. Kettell, viz., Mary Elizabeth, 
Louisa, Helen, George A., and Charles, I give the sum of five hun¬ 
dred dollars. 

To my niece Kate Hastings of Boston, Mass., I give the sum of 
five hundred dollars. 

To my niece Helen Hastings of Boston, Mass., I give the sum of 
five hundred dollars. 

To my grandnieces Ethel and Henrietta Hastings, I give the sum 
of five hundred dollars each. 

To my maid Mary Shugrue, I give the sum of $3,000 dol¬ 
lars. 

8 To the Old Ladies’ Home in Washington, D. C., and to the 
Consumptives’ Home in Washington, D. C. and to the Chil r 

dren’s hospital in Washington, D. C., I give the sum of two thousand 
dollars each. 

To Lieut. Sam’l W. Very, U. S. N., I give the sum of qne thousand 
dollars. 

I direct my executors hereinafter named, to distribute the articles 
named and described in a memorandum marked “Appendix to 
will ” according to the directions therein contained. 

I further direct my said executors to sell all my real estate in the 
city of Washington, D. C., as soon after my death as may be practi¬ 
cable, and to convey the same in fee-simple to the purchaser or pur¬ 
chasers, and out of the proceeds of sale, the application of which 
said purchaser or purchasers need not see to, my executors shall use 
such sum as may be necessary to carry out the provisions contained 
herein, and the balance, together with all the rest and residue of 
my estate, I leave to my cousin Mrs. Nesmith and her daughters 
Mary and Julia, in trust to devote the income to such charities as 
they see fit, until they can no longer attend to the same, at which 
time I direct that they shall devote the entire sum, principal and 
interest, to the same purpose. 

' I nominate and appoint George A. Kettell of Boston, Mass., Ed¬ 
ward J. Stellwagen and George E. Hamilton of Washington, D. C., 
to be the executors of this my last will and testament. 

9 In witness whereof I have hereunto set my hand and seal 
the 23rd day of January, 1891. 

KATHARINE H. TAYLOR. [sIal.] 

* 

Signed, sealed, published, and declared by the above-named testa¬ 
trix, Kate H. Taylor, as and for her last will and testament in the 
presence of us, who, at her request and in her presence and in the 
presence of each other, have subscribed our names hereto as wit- 
nesses. 

ELVIRA L. DE JOHNSON. 
FRANK H. SKERRETT. 
JOHN A. TAYLOR. 
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10 Demurrer of Defendants. 

Filed June 6, 1899. 

In the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 

Henry Hastings et al. 1 

vs. V Equity. No. 20352. 

George E. Hamilton et al. j 


Now come the defendants and demur to the bill of complaint filed 
in the above-entitled cause, and for cause of demurrer say that said 
complainants have not stated in their said bill such a case as entitles 
them to any relief in this court against these defendants for the 
reasons following: 

1st. That it appears from the face of the bill that the last will and 
testament of Kate H. Taylor, referred to in said bill of complaint, 
has not been recorded or probated within the jurisdiction of the 
District of Columbia or elsewhere. 

2nd. That the said last will and testament of Kate II. Taylor has 
been by the parties therein named as executors, and who are de¬ 
fendants hereto, offered for probate in the State of Massachusetts, 
and that proceedings for the probate of said will are now pending in 
the courts of said State. 

HAMILTON & COLBERT, 

Attorneys for Defendants. 

I hereby certify that I am one of the counsel of record for the de¬ 
fendants in the above-entitled cause, and that the demurrer filed by 
said defendants is, in my opinion, well founded in law. 

M. J. COLBERT, 
Attorney for Defts. 

11 District of Columbia, To wit: 


I, Edward J. Stellwagen, one of the defendants in the above- 
entitled cause, solemnly swear that the demurrer filed in said cause 
on behalf of the defendants therein named is not interposed for pur¬ 
poses of delay. 

EDWARD J. STELLWAGEN. 

m 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 31st day of Mav, A. D. 
1899. 


[seal.] 


ALBERT W. SIOUSSA, 

Notary Public, D. C, 
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Order Overruling Demurrer. 

Filed October 18,1899. 

In the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 

Henry Hastings et al. 1 

vs. > Equity. No. 20352. 

George E. Hamilton et al. J 

This cause coming on to be heard upon the demurrer of the de¬ 
fendants to the bill of complaint, and having been argued and sub¬ 
mitted, it is by the court, this 16th day of October, adjudged, ordered, 
and decreed that said demurrer be, and the same is hereby, overruled, 
with leave to said defendants to file their answers to said bill of 
complaint within thirty days from this date. 

A. B. HAGNER, 

Asso. Justice. 


12 Answer of George E. Hamilton et al. 

Filed February 19,1900. 

In the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 

Henry Hastings et al. 
vs. 

George E. Hamilton, Exec., et al. 

The answer of George E. Hamilton, Edward J. Stellwagen, and 
George A. Kettell to the bill of complaint in this cause filed. 

These defendants, saving and reserving to themselves the benefit 
and advantage of any and all exceptions that can or may be had or 
taken to the errors, uncertainties, and imperfections in said bill con¬ 
tained the same as if they had demurred thereto, for answer to said 
bill, or so much thereof as they are advised is material or necessary 
for them to answer, say : 

1. They admit that the complainants are both citizens of the 
United States and residents of the State of Massachusetts. 

2. They admit that these defendants are all citizens of the United 
States, the defendants Hamilton and Stellwagen being residents of 
the District of Columbia and the defendant Kettell beii^ a res¬ 
ident of the State of Massachusetts, and that these defendants are 
named as executors of the last will and testament of Kate H. Tay¬ 
lor, deceased. 

3. They admit that the defendants Mary Nesmith and Julia D. 
Ivy, formerly Julia D. Nesmith, are citizens of the United States 

and residents of the State of Massachusetts. 

13 4. These defendants consider the allegations of the fourth 
paragraph of said bill to be immaterial. 


Equity. No. 20352. 
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5. They admit that the defendants Ethel Hastings and Henrietta 
N. Hastings are citizens of the United States and residents of the 
State of Massachusetts. 

6. They admit that the said Kate H. Taylor died in December, 
1896, in the city of Washington, D. C., having her domicile at that 
time in said Washington and leaving a will disposing of both real 
and personal estate, in which these defendants are named as execu¬ 
tors, which will was duly executed and is in all respects a valid 
will and entitled to probate under the laws of the District of Co¬ 
lumbia. 

7. They admit that the clauses recited are contained in said will, 
and that the copy attached to the bill of complaint is a true copy of 
said will. 

8. They admit that at the time of her death said Kate H. Taylor 
was a widow, without issue, and that her only next of kin and heirs 
are the said Henry Hastings, Kate Hastings, Ethel Hastings, and 
Henrietta Hastings. 

9. They admit that the realty of said testatrix consisted of a lot in 
Washington, described in said bill. 

10. They admit that the testatrix left personal estate to the amount 
of about tweifiy thousand dollars, all of which, with the exception of 
certain household furniture and other personal property of trifling 
value, was and is in Massachusetts, in the possession of the defend¬ 
ant George A. Kettell. 

11. They admit that they have not caused the will to be admitted 
to probate in the District of Columbia, but they deny that they now 

have the said will in their possession, and they aver that the 
14 said will is now on file in the probate court of the county of 
Suffolk, in the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, and a peti¬ 
tion for the probate of said will is there pending, and they aver 
that said will would have been admitted to probate there long since 
but for the opposition of these complainants to such probate; and 
these defendants say that as soon as said will has been proved in 
Massachusetts they propose to offer the said will for proof in the 
District of Columbia. 

12. They admit that the cousin of the testatrix, referred to in 
said will as Mrs. Nesmith, is dead, and that the other two trustees, 
Mary and Julia, daughters of said Mrs. Nesmith,, survive her, the 
said Julia having intermarried with one Ivy. 

13. These defendants, for answer to the allegations contained in 
paragraph thirteen of said bill, say that they are informed and be¬ 
lieve that by the bequest to .the Old Ladies’ Home, in Washington, 
D. C., and to the Consumptives’ Home, in Washington, D. C., the 
said testatrix intended the “ Louise Home ” for old ladies and the 
“ Home for Incurables.” 

14. These defendants are advised that the devise and bequest 
contained in the thirteenth clause of said will is a perfectly valid 
charitable devise, and that there is no resulting trust for the benefit 
of the heirs or next of kin of said testatrix. 

15. These defendants deny the allegations contained in the fif- 
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teenth paragraph of said bill, and they say that no decision as to 
the validity of said bequests can be had in this suit for the reason 
that the said will has not yet been admitted to probate, and 
15 because the said institutions are not parties to this suit. 

16. These defendants admit the allegations contained in .the 
sixteenth paragraph of said bill. 

And, having fully answered, these defendants pray to be hence 
dismissed with their costs. 

GEORGE E. HAMILTON. 
EDWARD J. STELLWAGEN. 
GEO. A. KETTELL. 


HAMILTON & COLBERT, 

Solicitors for Defendants. 

We do solemnly swear that we have read the foregoing answer by 
us subscribed and know the contents thereof; that the .matters and 
things therein stated on our personal knowledge are true, and the 
matters and things therein stated on information and belief we 
believe to be true. 

GEORGE E. HAMILTON. 

EDWARD J. STELLWAGEN. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 19th day of February, 
A. D. 1900. 


[seal.] 


LOUISE F. DYER, 

Notary Public , D. C. 


County of Suffolk, \ sg . 

State of Massachusetts, j 

I do solemnly swear that I have read the foregoing answer by me 
subscribed and know the contents thereof; that the matters 
16 and things therein stated on my personal knowledge are true,. 

and that the matters and things therein stated on informa¬ 
tion and belief I believe to be true. 

GEO. A. KETTELL. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this fourth day of December, 
A. D. 1899. 


[seal.] 


LINCOLN BRYANT, 

Notary Public. 
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Replication. 

Filed February 21, 1900. 

In the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia, the 21st Day of 

February, 1900. 

Henry Hastings et al. I 

vs. V Equity. No. 20352. 

George E. Hamilton et al. J 

The complainants hereby join issue with the defendants. 

CHAPMAN W. MAUPIN, 

So Heitor for Comp lainants. 

17 Petition of the Trustees of the Louise Home. 

Filed April 2,1900. 

In the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 

Henry Hastings et al. 1 

vs. yNo. 20352. Equity. 

George E. Hamilton et al. j 

To the supreme court of the District of Columbia, holding an equity 
court: 

The petitioner, The Trustees of the Louise Home, respectfully 
showeth unto the court as follows: 

1 . 

It is a body corporate, duly organized under an act of Congress 
of the United States approved the 3rd day of March, 1875, under 
the corporate name of The Trustees of the Louise Home. 

2 . 

That on the 15th day of April, 1899, the complainants in the 
above-entitled cause filed their bill against the persons named as 
defendants therein, among them being The Old Ladies’ Home and 
The Consumptives’ Home. 

3. 

That the petitioner, while having no personal'knowledge of most 
of the facts stated in the said bill of complaint, yet believes that the 
facts as set forth in paragraphs numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 
11,12, and 16 are true. The petitioner has no knowledge of the 
legal effect of the legacy mentioned in paragraph 14. 

4. 

The petitioner avers upon information and belief that, as 
alleged in the sixth paragraph of the said bill, Mrs. Kate H. 
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Taylor departed this life in the District of Columbia in the month of 
December, 1897, and believes that the said District was the place of 
her domicile. She left a will executed on the 23rd of January, 1891, 
in a manner valid to pass both real and personal property situated 
in the said District. In the tenth clause of said will there were the 
following legacies : “ To the Old Ladies’ Home in Washington, D. C., 
and to the Consumptives’ Home in Washington, D. C., I give the 
sum of $2,000 each.” The petitioner believes that the copy of the 
will annexed to the bill of complaint filed in the above-entitled 
cause is a true copy. It admits, as averred in the 13th paragraph 
of the said bill, that there are no corporations in the said District or 
city known by the corporate names of the Old Ladies’ Home or the 
Consumptives’ Home. It avers, however, upon information and be¬ 
lief that for some time previous to the making of the said will the 
said Kate H. Taylor had taken a warm interest in the objects and 
affairs of the petitioner, and had expressed at various times her in¬ 
tention to give it a legacy in her will, and had even expressed a de¬ 
sire to become an inmate of it if consistent with its objects. It ac¬ 
cordingly avers that the said Kate H. Taylor intended to denote 
the Trustees of the Louise Home when she left the above-mentioned 
legacy of $2,000 to the Old Ladies’ Home, in Washington, D. C., and 
that the mistake in the name was due to inadvertence. It therefore 
denies that the said legacy is inoperative for want of a legatee compe¬ 
tent to take the same, as averred by the complainants in the 15th 
paragraph of their said bill, and alleges that, instead of the same 
enuring to the benefit of the heirs and next of kin of said 
19 Kate H. Taylor, the same enures by operation of law to the 
Trustees of the Louise Home. 

5. 

The said The Trustees of the Louise Home was, as above set forth, 
incorporated on the 3rd of March, 1875, and power was given it by 
the said act of incorporation to perform all acts necessary and ap¬ 
propriate for the execution of certain trusts conferred upon the cor¬ 
porators by a certain deed from William W. Corcoran. The said 
William W. Corcoran, by the said deed referred to, conveyed a 
large amount of real estate in the city of Washington, District of 
Columbia, known as lots numbered 11, 12, 13,14, 15, and 16, in 
square numbered 196, containing about fifty-three thousand square 
feet, together with the improvements thereon, to James M. Carlisle, 
George W. Riggs, James C. Hall, and Anthony Hyde, and the sur¬ 
vivor or survivors of them, his heirs, executors, and administrators, 
in trust to use the same for the support and maintenance of such a 
limited number of reduced gentlewomen as the said trustees, 
together with certain directresses therein named, and their succes¬ 
sors, should specify. It was further provided in said deed that 
there should be no discrimination on account of religious belief or 
sectarian opinion in respect to the trustees, directresses, or inmates 
of the said institution, which it was provided should be known by 
he name of the Louise Home. It was further provided that if the 
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said trustees, in order to serve the uses and purposes of the said 
deed, should procure an act of incorporation, which they were au¬ 
thorized to apply for and to accept, they should then convey the said 
real estate, improvements, and all endowments to the said body cor¬ 
porate. The said deed was made on the 21st day of November, 1869, 
but was not delivered to the said trustees until the 4th 

20 of December, 1870, and was accepted by them on the 7th of 
December, 1870. The said home was opened for inmates in 

April, 1871. In accordance with the terms of the said' deed, the 
trustees applied for and obtained the above-mentioned act of incor¬ 
poration, and all the property mentioned in the said deed became 
vested in the said corporation. In addition to the said gift of land 
and improvements, the said corporation has a large endowment fund, 
given by the said William W. Corcoran, amounting to $325,000. It 
will thus be seen that the entire object of the said deed and of the 
corporation organized to carry out its objects was to provide a non- 
sectarian home for gentlewomen in reduced circumstances, and in 
accordance with this object the said corporation, from the time of 
its origin to the present day, has received and cared for many hun¬ 
dred of such reduced gentlewomen. While in the deed and act of 
incorporation above mentioned there is no mention of the age at 
which inmates of the said home shall be admitted, yet the directress-, 
under authority to make suitable regulations vested in them by sec¬ 
tion seven of the said deed, made certain regulations at the begin¬ 
ning of the operations of the said home, which are still in force. 
The ninth regulation reads as follows: “ Ladies are to be received 
into the home without any admission fee; but, except under peculiar 
circumstances, they must be over fifty years of age.” The petitioner 
avers that there are practically no instances of ladies under the 
age of fifty becoming inmates of the said home; therefore the said 
corporation answers exactly in its purposes and objects the descrip¬ 
tion of “ Old Ladies’ Home in Washington, D. 0.” in the above- 
referred-to legacy of Kate H. Taylor, and is often designated 

21 in this style by the general public. There is, according to 
the belief of the petitioner, no corporation or institution 

situated in the District of Columbia other than itself which has as 
its exclusive or principal object the care and maintenance of reduced 
gentlewomen. It therefore alleges that the purposes intended by 
the said legacy of the said Kate H. Taylor would be completely 
carried out by giving the said legacy to the petitioner, and in that 
way only. 

A copy of the above-mentioned deed of William W. Corcoran, 
the charter of the said petitioner, its organization and by-laws, and 
the general regulation of the board of directresses is hereto annexed, 
marked Exhibit A, and prayed to be read as a part hereof. It will 
plainly appear from a perusal of these documents that the purposes 
of the petitioner corporation are identical with the purposes intended 
to be fulfilled by the above-mentioned legacy of the said Kate H. 
Taylor. 
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6 . 

Your petitioner avers that the defendants Hamilton, Stellwagen, 
and Kettel to the above-mentioned bill filed their answer thereto 
on the 19th day of February, 1900, and that a replication in said 
cause was filed February 21, 1900. The other defendants were re¬ 
turned by the marshal of the District of Columbia “ not to be found,” 
and service by publication was had upon the defendants Mary 
Nesmith, Julia D. Nesmith, Ethel Hastings, and Henrietta N. 
Hastings. The subpoenas issued for the Old Ladies’ Home and the 
Consumptives’ Home were returned “ not to be found ” and no further 
efforts were made to serve the same. The complainants issued no 
subpoena for the Trustees of the Louise Home, and did not make it 
a defendant to the said bill. The petitioner avers that as its 

22 interests are largely affected by the bill of complaint filed 
herein, and as it has not been made a party to the above bill 

of complaint, it is entitled to have itself admitted as a party 
thereto in order that it may answer the allegations of the said bill 
and establish its right to the legacy given in the above-mentioned 
will to the Old Ladies’ Home. 

Wherefore the petitioner prays: 

1. That the court by its decree order that the petitioner be ad¬ 
mitted as a party defendant to the bill of complaint filed in the 
above-entitled cause and‘have the benefit of the proceedings under 
the same to the date of said order, hereby tendering itself willing 
and ready to perform whatever conditions the court may see fit to 
impose upon it in order to have it so admitted. 

2. That this petitioner may be allowed to stand as an answer of 
the said petitioner to the bill of complaint in the above-entitled 
cause. 

3. That this court by its decree establish the right of the petitioner 
to receive the above-mentioned legacy given to the Old Ladies’ Home, 
in Washington, D. C. 

4. For other and further relief. 

THE TRUSTEES OF LOUISE HOME, 
By WALTER S. COX, Pres’t. 

I do solemnly swear that I am the president of the Trustees of 
the Louise Home, and as such officer have knowledge of the facts 
set forth in the above petition; that those stated as true are 

23 true, and that those stated upon information and belief I be¬ 
lieve to be true. 

WALTER S. COX. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 24th day of March, 1900. 

[seal.] HENRY fi. FLATHER, 

Notary Public. 
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Petition of the Washington Home for Incurables. 

Filed April 2,1900. 

In the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 

Henry Hastings et al, Complainants, ) 

vs. V Equity. No. 20352. 

George E. Hamilton et al., Defendants.) 

To the supreme court of the District of Columbia, holding an 

equity court: 

The petitioner The Washington Home for Incurables respectfully 
showeth unto the court as follows: 

1. It is a body corporate duly organized under the provisions of 
sections 545 to 552 of the Revised Statutes of the United States re¬ 
lating to the District of Columbia, under the corporate name of the 
Washington Home for Incurables. 

. 2. That on the 15th day of April, 1899, the complainants in 
the above-entitled cause filed their -bill against the per- 

24 sons named as defendants therein, among them being The 
Old Ladies’ Home and The Consumptives’ Home. 

3. That the petitioner, while having no personal knowledge of 
most of the facts stated in the said bill of complaint, yet believes 
that the facts as set forth in paragraphs numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 
8, 9,10,11, 12, and 16 are true. The petitioner has no knowledge 
of the legal effect of the legacy mentioned in paragraph 14. 

4. The petitioner avers upon information and belief that, as alleged 
in the sixth paragraph of the said bill, Mrs. Kate H. Taylor departed 
this life in the District of Columbia in the month of December, 1897, 
and believes that the said District was the place of her domicile. 
She left a will executed on the 23rd day of January, 1891, in a 
manner valid to pass both real and personal property situated in 
the said District. In the tenth clause of said will there were the fol¬ 
lowing legacies: “To the Old Ladies’ Home in Washington, D. C., 
and to the Consumptives’ Home in Washington, D. C., and to the 
Children’s Hospital in Washington, D. C., I give the sum of $2,000 
each.” The petitioner believes that the copy of the will annexed to 
the bill of complaint filed in the above-entitled cause is a true 
copy. It admits, as averred in the 13th paragraph of the said 
bill, that there are no corporations in the said District or city 
known by the corporate names of the Old Ladies’ Home or 
the Consumptives’ Home. It avers, however, upon information and 
belief that for some time previous to the making of the said will 
the said Kate H. Taylor had taken a warm interest in the affairs 
of the Washington Home for Incurables, and had expressed at 

various times an intention to give it a legacy in her will, 

25 and it avers upon information and belief that the said Kate 
H. Taylor intended to denote the Washington Home for In- 
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curables when she left the above-mentioned legacy of $2,000 to the 
Consumptives’ Home, in Washington, D. C., and that the mistakes 
of names was due to inadvertence. It accordingly denies, as averred 
in the 14th paragraph of the said bill, that the legacy to the Con¬ 
sumptives’ Home, in Washington, D. C.,is inoperative for want of a 
legatee competent to take the same, as averred by the complainants 
in the 15tli paragraph of their said bill, and alleges that instead of 
the same enuring to the benefit of the heirs and next of- kin of the 
said Kate H. Taylor, it enures by operation of law to the Washing¬ 
ton Home for Incurables. 

5. The said Washington Home for Incurables was incorporated 
on the 6th day of March, A. D. 1889, and its main object, as ex¬ 
pressed by its by-laws, is to provide a comfortable and permanent 
home for "persons who have been resident in the District of Colum¬ 
bia for three years, and who are afflicted with an incurable physical 
disease or disability, and for whom no provision exists elsewhere, 
except the almshouse. There is, according to the belief of the peti¬ 
tioner, no corporation or institution situated in the District of Co¬ 
lumbia other than itself which exists for the purpose of providing a 
home for consumptives or other incurably affected. Since its incor¬ 
poration it has, in accordance with the object of its incorporation, 
erected in the District of Columbia a large home, and has there 
maintained large numbers of people who have consumption and 
other incurable diseases. It therefore alleges that the purposes 

intended by the said legacy of the said Kate H. Taylor 
26 would be completely carried out by giving the said legacy to 

the said home, and in that way only. A copy of the certifi¬ 
cate of incorporation and by-laws of the said Washington Home for 
Incurables is annexed hereto, marked Exhibit A, and prayed to be 
read as a part hereof. It will plainly appear from a perusal of the 
said certificate and by-laws that the purposes of the said home are 
identical with the purposes intended to be fulfilled by the above- 
mentioned legacy of the said Kate H. Taylor. 

6. Your petitioner avers that the defendants Hamilton, Stell- 
wagen, and Kettel to the above-mentioned bill filed their answer 
thereto on the 19th day of February, 1900, and that a replication in 
said cause was filed February 21,1900. The other defendants were 
returned by the marshal of the District of Columbia “not to be 
found,” and service by publication was had upon the defendants 
Mary Nesmith, Julia D. Nesmith, Ethel Hastings, and Henrietta N. 
Hastings. The subpoenas issued for the Old Ladies’ Home and the 
Consumptives’ Home were returned “ not to be found,” and no fur¬ 
ther efforts were made to serve the same. The complainants issued 
no subpoena for the Washington Home for Incurables, and did not 
make it a defendant to the said bill. The petitioner avers that as 
its interests are largely affected by the bill of complaint filed herein, 
and as it has not been made a party to the above bill of complaint, 
it is entitled to have itself admitted as a party, thereto in order that 
it may answer the allegations of the said bill and establish its right 
to the legacy given in the above-mentioned will to the Consumptives’ 
Home. 
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27 Wherefore the petitioner prays: 

1. The the court by its decree order that the petitioner be 
admitted as a party defendant to the bill of complaint filed in the 
above-entitled cause and have the benefit of the proceedings under 
the same to the date of said order, hereby tendering itself willing 
and ready to perform whatever conditions the court may see fit to 
impose upon it in order to have it so admitted. 

2. That this petition may be allowed to stand as an answer of the 
said petitioner to the bill of complaint in the above-entitled cause. 

3. That this court by its decree establish the right of the petitioner 
to receive the above-mentioned legacy given to the Consumptives’ 
Home, in Washington, D. C. 

4. For other and further relief. 

THE HOME FOR INCURABLES, 
By ELIZA T. PATTERSON, Pres’t. 

I do solemnly swear that I am the president of the Washington 
Home for Incurables, and as such officer have knowledge of the facts 
set forth in the above petition; that those stated as true are true, 
and that those stated upon information and belief I believe to be 
true. 

ELIZA T. PATTERSON. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this second day of April, 1900. 

CHARLES R. HARBAN, 

[seal.] Notary Public. 


28 Order Admitting Certain Homes as Defendants. 

Filed April 3,1900. 

In the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 

Henry Hastings et al. I 

vs. > In Equity. No. 20352. 

George E. Hamilton et al. J 

Upon consideration of the petitions filed in the above-entitled 
cause on the second day of April, 1900, by the Washington Home 
for Incurables and The Trustees of the Louise Home, it is adjudged, 
ordered, and decreed, this 3rd day of April, 1900, that the said The 
Washington Home for Incurables and the said The Trustees of the 
Louise Home be, and they hereby are, admitted as parties defend¬ 
ant to the bill of complaint filed in the above-entitled cause, and 
that they have the benefit of all proceedings in the said cause to 
the date of this decree. 

It is further ordered that the above-mentioned petitions of the 
said The Washington Home for Incurables and the said The Trus¬ 
tees of the Louise Home be, and they hereby are, allowed to stand 
as the answers of the said The Washington Home for Incurables 
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and the said The Trustees of the Louise Home to the bill of com¬ 
plaint filed in the above-entitled cause. 

A. B. HAGNER, 

Asso. Justice. 


We consent to the above decree. 

G. E. HAMILTON, 

For Executors of Will. 
CHAPMAN W. MAUPIN, 

For the Complainants. 


29 Replication. 

Filed April 13,1900. 

In the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 

Hastings et al., Complainants,! 

vs. > In Equity. No. 20352. 

Hamilton et al., Defendants. ) 

The complainants join issue with the defendants The Louise 
Home and The Washington Home for Incurables upon their 
answers filed in this cause. 

CHAPMAN W. MAUPIN, 

Solicitor for Complamants. 


Joint and Several Answer of Mary Nesmith and Julia D. N. Ivy. 

Filed April 26,1900. 

In the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 

Henry Hastings and Kate Hastings) 

vs. V Equity. No. 20352. 

George E. Hamilton et al. J ' 

* 

For answer to said bill of complaint these defendants say they 
deny that the trust created b}^ said testatrix, Kate H. Taylor, “ is too 
vague and indefinite to be capable of enforcement,” as alleged in 
the fourteenth paragraph of said bill of complaint; and, fur- 
30 ther answering, they affirm that the trust set forth and de¬ 
clared in the will of said testatrix is in all respects lawful. 

These defendants further say that since the filing of said bill of 
complaint the will of said Kate H. Taylor has been proved and al¬ 
lowed in the probate court for the county of Suffolk, in the Com¬ 
monwealth of Massachusetts, and the decree allowing said will is in 
full force and effect, and that proceedings are now pending in the 
probate court for the District of Columbia to have said will proved 
and allowed in said District, in accordance with an agreement be¬ 
tween the parties, a copy of which is annexed, marked Exhibit A, 
3— 1052a * • 
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and made a part of this answer as fully as if the same had been set 
forth. 

And, further answering, these defendants say that they have read 
the answer of the defendants George E. Hamilton, Edward J. Stell- 
wagen, and George A. Kettell, and, believing that all the matters and 
things contained in said bill of complaint have been fully met in 
this answer, ask leave of said court to adopt said answer as their own, 
to have the same effect as if they had fully and specifically answered 
each and all of the paragraphs of said bill. 

MARY NESMITH. 
JULIA D. N. IYY. 


Commonwealth of Massachusetts, 
Middlesex, 


ss: 


We do solemnly swear that we have read the foregoing answer by 
us subscribed and know the contents thereof; that the matters 
therein stated on our personal knowledge are true and the 
81 matters and things therein stated on information and belief 
we believe to be true. 

JULIA D. N. IVY. 
MARY NESMITH. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 21st day of April, A. D. 
1900. 


[seal.] 


FRANK COLBURN, 

Notary Public. 


“ Exhibit A.” 


This agreement made this first day of January, A. D. 1900, be¬ 
tween Henry Hastings and Kate Hastings parties of the first part, 
George E. Hamilton, Edward J. Stellwagen and George A. Kettell 
parties of the second part, and Mary Nesmith and Julia D. N. Ivy 
parties of the third part,-witnesseth, 1. That the parties of the first 
part hereby stipulate and agree that all objections to the probate of 
the will of Kate H. Taylor, late of Washington, D. C., deceased, 
which will is now on file in the office of the register of probate in 
the county of Suffolk and Commonwealth of Massachusetts; and, 
also, all objections to the competency and sufficiency of the deposi¬ 
tions now on file with said will in said probate court shall be at 
once withdrawn by them and the said will allowed and admitted to 
probate in said county of Suffolk. 

2. The said parties of the second part hereby stipulate and agree 
that immediately after said will has been proved and allowed in said 
county of Suffolk, they will offer the same for probate in said 
32 Washington, and that all objections by them to the original 
and exclusive jurisdiction of the supreme court of the District 
of Columbia in the case of Hastings et at. vs. Hamilton et al ., No. 
20352 in equity for the purpose of determining the validity of the 
devises and bequests in said will contained shall be withdrawn by 
them. 
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3. All parties hereto hereby agree that they will bring no suit in 
Massachusetts for the purpose of defeating such jurisdiction or 
avoiding the decision of said court upon the merits of the questions 
raised in said suit; but this agreement shall not be construed in 
such manner that any of the parties hereto may be held to have 
waived any right of appeal or other legal remedy to which they 
would otherwise be entitled bv law. 

In witnesss whereof, the parties hereto set their hands the day 
and vear first above written. 

HENRY HASTINGS and 
KATE HASTINGS, 

By-, Their Attorney. 

GEORGE E. HAMILTON, 

EDWARD J. STELLWAGEN, and 
GEORGE A. KETTELL, 

By WM. D. TURNER, Their Attorney. 
MARY NESMITH and 
JULIA D. N. IVY, 

By JESSE C. IVY, Their Attorney. 

33 Depositions on Behalf of Defendants. 

Filed October 9,1900. 

In the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 

Henry Hastings et al., Complainants, ) 

vs. V In Equity. No. 20352. 

George E. Hamilton et al., Defendants. ) 

Friday, May 4 th, 1900—4.15 o’clock p. m. 

Met, pursuant to agreement of counsel, at the office of Mess. 
R. Ross Perry & Son, in the Fendall Bldg., Washington, D. C., on 
Friday, May 4th, 1900, at 4.15 o’clock p. m., for the purpose of taking 
testimony on behalf of petitioners and defendants, The Washington 
Home for Incurables and The Trustees of the Louise Home, in 
above-entitled cause. 

Present: Mr. R. Ross Perry, Jr., on behalf of said defendants, and 
Mr. Chapman W. Maupin, on behalf of complainants. 

Whereupon Susan S. Hodge, a witness produced on behalf of 
said defendants and who, having been first duly sworn to testify the 
truth and nothing but the truth touching the matters at issue in 
said cause, deposed as follows: 

34 Direct examination.. 

By Mr. Perry : 

Q. Please state your name and residence. 

A. Susan S. Hodge; residence, 1408 L street N. W. 

Q. Mrs. Hodge, do you recollect when the Washington Home for 
ncurables was organized ? 
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A. I do. * I was one of the first managers. It was organized on 
the 15th of April, 1889, at Mount Pleasant. 

Q. Did it have a building then ? 

A. Yes; they rented a small house out at Mount Pleasant. 

Q. How long were they there ? 

A. Until the first of July, 1893, when they moved to the present 
building. 

Q. What sort of patients did they have at that .time ? 

A. At that time our first patient was a cancer patient and the 
second a consumptive. 

Q. When did you move from there ? 

A. On the first of July, 1893. 

Q. And where did you go then? 

A. To our present home in Georgetown Heights. 

Q. Gould you say how many consumptive patients you had in the 
home since it was organized ? 

A. We have had a total of twenty-five. 

Q. To what class of people do you limit admission to the home*? 

A. There is no limit; only they must be incurable. 

Q. Could you tell how many patients you had in the home from 
the beginning ? 

35 A. Prom the beginning we had 140, and out of that num¬ 
ber we had twenty-five consumptives. 

Q. The first consumptive, I understand you to say, was taken in 
as the second patient ? 

A. The second patient. 

Q. Soon after the home was organized ? 

A. Very soon. Of course, Mr. Perry, I have to give the doctor’s 
statements as to the consumptives. 

Mr. Maupin : I object to all this on the ground that it is imma¬ 
terial. 

Mr. Perry : I want to introduce the certificate of incorporation 
and by-laws of the Washington Home for Incurables, to be marked 
Exhibit 1. 

Mr. Maupin : I object to it as immaterial. 

SUSAN S. HODGE. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 4th day of May, A. D. 
1900. 

JOHN A. SWEENEY, 

Examiner in Chancery. 


At the same time and place also appeared Irene H. Stansbury, 
a witness produced in the same behalf, —, being first duly sworn, 
testified as follows: 


36 Direct examination. 

Bv Mr. Perry : 

*/ 

Q. What is your business now, Mrs. Stansbury ? 
A. Matron of the Louise Home. 
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It is agreed by counsel for the respective parties that Mr. Maupin 
objects to all testimony in this regard as immaterial. 

Q.. What is the Louise Home at present ? 

A. It is a home’for aged ladies. 

Q. How many are in that home? 

A. Forty at a time. 

Q. Does the number vary ? 

A. Only in case of death and while waiting for the vacancy to be 
filled. 

Q. I understand forty is the limit. 

A. Forty is the limit. 

Q. And that number fills the home ? 

A. Yes; it fills the home. 

Q. What is the practice in regard to admitting inmates, as to their 
age? 

A. They have to be fifty years old, but there is no limit after 
that. 

Q. Have you ever known anybody under fifty years of age to be 
admitted into the home, of your own knowledge ? 

A. Not since I have been there; but they appointed a friend of 
Mr. Corcoran’s who was under fifty years of age because she had a 
sister who was also appointed, and they didn’t want to separate them. 

Q. What class of people are there ? 

37 A. Ladies by birth and association or with long pedigrees. 

Q. What are commonly called ladies in distinction from 

women ? 

A. Ladies by education and association. 

Q. I presume you have heard the home spoken of very often ? 

A. Yes. It is visited by a great many people. 

Q. Have you ever heard it called by the name of the Old Ladies’ 
Home ? 

A. Yes; letters have come there addressed to the Old Ladies’ 
Home and the Aged Women’s Home, but the Louise Home more 
generally. It is called various names. 

Q. Do you know whether or not the home as it now i£ is the same 
as it was when established by Mr. Corcoran? Has the building been 
enlarged ? 

A. Yes; the building has not been changed in any respect; it is 
practically as he left it. 

Q. Where is it situated ? 

A, It is situated on Massachusetts avenue, corner of 15th street, 
and the grounds extend from 15th to 16th streets. 

Q. On a triangle ? 

A. Not exactly a triangle. 

Mr. Perry : Now, I want to introduce in evidence a copy of a 
letter from W. W. Corcoran to James M. Carlisle, George W. Higgs, 
James C. Hall, and Anthony Hyde, dated December 4th, 1870, and 
their reply thereto, dated December 7th, 1870; also of the deed made 
by William W. Corcoran to the same persons, dated the 21st day of 


■a 



GEORGE E. HAMILTON ET AL. VS. 


November, 1869, and the acceptance by the said persons of the same 
on the 21st day of November, 1869; also of the act of Congress 
88 incorporating the Trustees of the Louise Home and for other 
purposes, approved March 3rd, 1875; also of the organization 
and by-laws of the Louise Home, adopted by the board of trustees ; 
also the general regulations for the admission of inmates and for the 
internal management of the Louise Home, to be marked Exhibit 
No. 2. 


Q. How was the Louise Home supported ? 

A. By endowment. 

Q. Do you know what the endowment is ? 

A. No; I do not. 

Q. Do the inmates pay anything ? 

A. No; they do not. 

Q. It is one of the rules that they are to be kept free of charge ? 
A. Yes; but they have to provide their own clothing, but they 
pav nothing towards the general support of the home. 

IRENE H. STANSBURY. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 4th dav of May, A. D. 
1900. 

JOHN A. SWEENEY, 

Examiner in Chancery. 


At the same time and place also appeared Alice Key Brown, a 
witness produced in the same behalf, —, being first duly sworn, testi¬ 
fied as follows: 

Direct examination. 

By Mr. Perry : 

39 Q. Mrs. Brown, did you know Catherine Hastings Taylor ? 
A. Yes; I knew her very well. 

Mr. Maupin: Objected to as immaterial. 

Q. Roughly speaking, when did you begin to know her well ? 

A. I knew her years ago in California. I could not tell you how 
many years—over twenty and it may be thirty. 

Q. Did you know her in 1891 ? 

A. Oh, yes. 

Q. Where was she then ? 

A. She was in the Portland. 

Q. You were also there ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And both of you had been there for some time previous to 
that ? 

A. I don’t remember what year she came, but I went there in 
1881. 

Q. She was there some time before 1891 ? 

A. Yes; she was there several years. Her husband died there. 
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Q. When did her husband die ? 

A. I don’t remember the year. 

Q. Three or four years before 1891 should you say ? 

A. I cannot exactly tell you the year he died in. 

—. What date is her will ? 

A. 1891. 

Q. Is that the first will ? 

A. No; the last will. 

A. He died nearly two years before that. I, am only approxi¬ 
mating. 

40 Q. Of course you had a great many conversations with 
Mrs. Taylor while you were both at the Portland ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you ever hear her express any interest in any charities ? 

A. (She was interested in all the charities connected with the 
Episcopal Church, and especially those connected with St. John’s 
church. She was interested in nothing else that I know of except 
the charities connected with St. John’s church. 

Q. Did you ever hear her express an interest in the Home for 
Incurables? 

Mr. Maupin : That is objected to on the ground that it is incom¬ 
petent to prove by this witness by parol testimony what the testator 
meant by the Consumptives’ Home. 

Mr. Perry: I don’t offer it for the purpose of correcting the name, 
but simply to show the general purpose of the testator. 

A. Yes; she left, I think, in the will something for the Consump¬ 
tives’ Home in Boston, too. 

Q. Unless you know you must not state that. 

A. I saw so many different wills. 

Q. What, if anything, did she ever say to you about the Home 
for Incurables? 

A. She was awfully interested in it. You know, the home was 
inaugurated during the time Bishop Leonard was pastor of St. 
John’s church. 

Q. Who is the present bishop of Ohio ? 

A: I cannot remember; but all during her conversations she was 
interested in it. She was always interested in things Bishop Leon¬ 
ard was interested in, and there, I think, her charities began and 
ended. 

41 Q. Did she ever say whether she was ever interested in the 
Home for Incurables ? 

A. She "was interested in that. 

Q. Why was she interested in it? 

A. The reason she was interested in it was because she said her 
sister died of consumption. 

Mr. Maupin : Same objection. 

Q. And on that account she expressed an interest in any home 
for the cure of consumptives ? 
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A. Yes; she was interested in the Home for Consumptives. There 
is really no Home for Consumptives, and in her confusion she got 
the name wrong. I am not speaking of her being insane, but you 
know some people never have a clear idea about anything, and every¬ 
thing is vague, and she ought to have been pinned down by some¬ 
body when she made a statement. During her lifetime she was in¬ 
terested in charities, and intended to leave everything to charities. 

Q. Did she speak to you about a sister having had consumption? 

A. Very often. JShe was very devoted to her sister. Her sister 
was also Admiral Taylor’s wife, but her sister was younger. Her 
sister was her mother’s second husband’s child. 

Q. You say she was interested in what St. John’s church was in¬ 
terested in. Did you ever hear her say St. John’s church was inter¬ 
ested in a home for incurables ? 

Mr. Maupin : I object to that as incompetent and immaterial. 

42 A. Yes ; St. John’s church was interested in the Home for 
Incurables, and it was inaugurated while Dr. Leonard was 

there. Two or three ladies got together and wanted to make a new 
charity, and that is the way it was inaugurated. 

Q. In the last few years of her life did Mrs. Taylor have any 
intimate associates except yourself? 

A. She had a great many friends, but for four years before Mrs. 
Taylor’s death she was an insane woman. 

Q. During that time you saw her constantly ? 

A. I had the care of her so far as everything was concerned, not 
only while she was living, but I superintended all the arrangements 
for her burial. 

Q. So you were really the sole survivor of her friends ? 

A. I was the only person there. Mrs. Johnson, who was a witness 
to the will, was a very nervous woman, and when she got in that 
condition of mind she never went near her because she was afraid 
of her condition. Her will was made two or three months before 
that. The people in the Portland would not go near her because 
they were afraid of her. I am quite sure she meant that to go - to 
the Home for Incurables, so far as my knowledge and belief went. 
I sincerely and truly believe that she meant that that $2,000 for the 
Home for Consumptives was to go where consumptives were taken 
care of. 

Q. Did she speak to you often of the Home for Incurables ? 

A. You see, I was extremely interested in Mrs. Taylor and on 
great intimacy with her, and during her illness, when none of her near¬ 
relatives. were here, and then, of course, after that I sent for 

43 her relatives when Mrs. Taylor was insane, and it was abso¬ 
lutely necessary for some one to come on and assume the 

responsibility; but she certainly intended that to go to the Home 
for Incurables, and intended all her money to go to charities. You 
can see that throughout all the wills she ever made, those she 
would write herself. 


ALICE KEY BROWNE. 
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Subscribed and sworn to before me this 4th day of May, A. D. 
1900. 


Adjourned subject to agreement. 


JOHN A. SWEENEY, 

Examiner in Chancery. 


512 E St. N. W., Washington, D. C., 
Tuesday, June 5th, 1900—4 o’clock p. m. 

Met pursuant to agreement of counsel. 

Present: Same counsel. 

Whereupon George E. Hamilton, a witness produced in the 
same behalf, and ’who, having been first duly sworn, testified as 
follows: 

Direct examination. 

By Mr. Perry : 

Q. Please state your name and occupation. 

A. George E. Hamilton ; occupation, lawyer. 

44 Q. Were you acquainted with the late Catherine Hastings 
Taylor ? 

A. I was. 

Q. How long did you know her before her death ? 

A. I thiuk that T I first met her in my office in 1887 or ’8,1 for¬ 
get now which, but it was shortly before the death of Mr. Thomas 
J. Fisher, who died about that time. He brought her here to the 
office and introduced her to me. 

Q. And you knew her from that time until her death? 

A. Yes; I saw her very frequently. 

Q. Did she ever in any talks with you mention the Home for In¬ 
curables in this city or the Louise Home ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Will you state in your own way just how she mentioned them 
to you, and in what connection ? 

Mr. Maupin : Counsel for complainants objects to any parol testi¬ 
mony tending to explain the bequests in the will, on the ground 
that parol testimony is incompetent to show the intention of the 
testatrix, and objection is also made to the. testimony as incompe¬ 
tent and immaterial. 

A. The first time that Mrs. Taylor came to my office was some¬ 
where about 1888, and it was for the purpose of making a will or 
consulting me on that subject. Her husband, I think, had recently 
died. She talked it over with me then, and was at my office every 
day or two for several days; at the end of which time the will 
was made and executed. 

Q. Did she, during those conversations, mention either the Wash¬ 
ing Home for Incurables or the Louise Home ? 

A. She did not mention them, nor were they mentioned in the 
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will. That will, about a year afterwards, probably, was re- 

45 voked by another will that I prepared; and I think between 
the time when I first saw her and the date of the will on rec¬ 
ord now in the probate court that I made some ten or twelve more 
wills. She would not allow a codicil to her will, and on every change 
she would insist that a new will should be made. She would not 
consent to the use of codicils, and I drew the wills for her principally 
about the time she would leave the city for the summer. She would 
have some little change to make; maybe a bequest to her servant 
would be changed to a relative. She never would consent to a codicil 
to her will. I remonstrated against it and tried my best to stop it, 
but generally had to yield and sometimes put it off. Along about 
1892 or ’93,1 think, she saw me and said that she had made a pro¬ 
vision in her will, as I recollect it, for some charities: One of them 
was located in Massachusetts, and from a vague recollection it had 
some connection with the Sailors’ Home, and my recollection is she 
said she ought to change that; that she had lived a good deal of her 
life in Washington, and she had an idea that she ought to leave 
something for Washington charities. She used to come down a 
great deal, and she would talk a great deal, and she would talk 
about the various charitable institutions, asking me about them, but 
I declined to give her any advice about it. At the time she began 
these talks the Home for Incurables was in process of erection or 
had just been opened, and she went to see it, either at the starting of 
the building or the completion of it. She used to talk about the 
Home for Incurables, and she used to talk about the Louise Home, 
and she said she did not like it very much until she went there. 

She said she visited there, and she thought it was a great 

46 place for old ladies; but, as I recollect it, there was no change 
made in the wills until the draft of either this will or proba- 

. bly the one before it. I am pretty certain it was this will. She had 
not yet determined upon the charities, and those were left blank in 
the rough draft of the will. 

Q. You are talking of the will on file? 

A. I am talking of the will on record. I used to outline the will- 
to her in one or two cases, and I would take them and erase what 
she wanted erased, but of all the wills that were written for Mrs. 
Taylor none of them is in my handwriting. Mr. Colbert is a much 
better penman than I am, so I would draw them up in rough and 
he would write them. My recollection is this, and it is only a recol¬ 
lection, that shortly before she left the city that spring I left the 
city on business and we went over the will and made some changes. 
She had located her charities, b.ut had not settled upon the exact 
charities and the names of those charities. According to my recol¬ 
lection. the blanks were not filled by me. On my return Mr. Col¬ 
bert told me he had drafted that will for Mrs. Taylor, and he told 
me that some of the blanks were filled in, and that one was left out, 
and that was the amount that was coming to her servant, Mary 
something—but it was her servant—and that Mrs. Taylor had taken 
that will away with her. I heard nothing of it till afterwards. I 
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was sent for by Mrs. Taylor at the Portland, and in the presence of 
the witnesses to this will—Mrs. Johnson, Mr. Skerrett, and a man by 
the name of Taylor, a clerk in the Portland, I did not know—she 
signed this will and *they witnessed it. I saw, on the front page, I 
think, as near as I recollect it, there was a blank, and I called 
Mrs. Taylor’s attention to it, and asked her if I should fill it 

47 up, and she said, “ No; I will fill it up myself,” and she sat 
down at a table and filled up the amount she wanted to leave 

to her servant. I have seen that will myself, and I am confident 
the original will will show in her own handwriting the amount she 
left to her servant. The usual questions were asked in the presence 
of those witnesses, and I haven’t seen it since. 

Q. How long before you drew up this draft from which she made 
up this last will did she begin to speak of the Home for Incurables 
and the Louise Home? 

A. I should say about a year or two, at least. 

Q. In what way would she speak of them ? 

A. Always that she thought she ought to transfer her charities to 
Washington, and she dwelt upon these two as the charities that 
commended themselves to her. 

Mr. Maupin : It is understood that my objection applies to all 
testimony on this line ? 

Mr. Perry: Certainly. 

The Witness (continuing): She would ask me if I did not think 
that the Home for. Incurables was a good thing to encourage by 
leaving money to, and I would refuse to say anything except, in 
general terms, that from all I knew it was an excellent charity. 
She talked about those charities and finally asked me to help her 
in coming to a determination about it, but I steadily avoided 
doing so. 

Q. Why would she give a preference for the Home for Incur¬ 
ables? 

A. Because she was interested in it; and she told me they took 
consumptives, and they took incurables there; and she asked me if 
they would not take incurables there, and if it was regarded as a 

home for incurables- 

Q. (Interposing.) You mean consumptives ? 

48 A. Yes; she spoke of it as being interested in consumptives. 
Q. Did she speak to you as being interested in consump¬ 
tives ? 

A. I think she was, but I don’t know what she said about it. 

Q. Do you recollect whether she. ever said that she had a sister 
who died of consumption ? 

A. I know she spoke to me at the time as being interested, and I 
know she spoke of consumptives. There was, as I recollect, a reason 
assigned. 

Q. You say she would continue to speak .to you from the date you 
fixed until you drew the draft of her will, at intervals, of this Home 
for Incurables ? 

A. Yes. 
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Q. And also of the Louise Home ? 

A. Yes. I remember the Louise Home distinctly, for this reason : 
She told me she had a prejudice against the Louise Home until she 
had gone there to visit. She had some friend she went there to see, 
and afterwards she thought it was an excellent home, as Mr. Corco¬ 
ran designed it. and she said she would be much better off living 
there than living the way she was. 

Q. Coming back to these blanks, I will ask you whether they were 
left because she did not know the homes she wanted to leave the 
bequests to or whether she wanted to get the names of these homes. 

A. She would talk to me about them just as I stated, and her in¬ 
quiries were directed more particularly at one time to the Home for 
Incurables. Indeed, I referred her to Mr. Stellwagen about 

49 the Home for Incurables, and and she had her real estate in 
his hands afterwards. She would talk about it, and when 

I was finally asked to redraft the will she got down to these pro¬ 
visions, and she said, “ I am not going to sign that just yet. I will 
leave that blank, because I want to talk to you further about it; ” so 
I left the names blank, and she would go on talking about them in 
the same way. When I came back the will had been reduced to 
form, and it was in her possession, and I didn’t hear of it for some 
time afterwards. 

Q. And in Mr. Colbert’s handwriting ? 

A. I am pretty confident it is in Mr. Colbert’s handwriting. 

Q. Do you know whether Mr. Colbert remembers it ? 

A. He says he does not recollect anything about it. Of course he 
wrote the will. He is there and you can ask him. 

Q. As I understand, her mention of the Home for Incurables and 
the Louise Home in her talks with you begun about the same time 
and continued until the draft was prepared by you ? 

A. Just as long as she talked wfith me.. That was the line of her 
talks. She went away for some time, and then she was at the Port¬ 
land, and I would go there occasionally to see her. 

Q. Did she ever mention any home elsewhere as a home for old 
ladies she wanted to give money to except the Louise Home ? 

A. I have no recollection of it. I think she may when the matter 
first came up. She may have discussed other homes at first, but I 
know she later crystal-ized on those in her talks with me. 

50 She may have mentioned others, but I have no particular 
recollection in regard to them. 

Mr. Maupin : Of course this goes in under the same objection. 

GEORGE E. HAMILTON. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 5th day of October, A. D. 
1900. 


JOHN A. SWEENEY, 

Examiner in Chancery. 

Adjourned subject to agreement of counsel. 

Mr. Perry : I announce my testimony closed. 
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51 In the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 

Henry Hastings et al., Complainants,) 

vs. > In Equity. No. 20352. 

George E. Hamilton et al., Defendants. J 

District of Columbia, ss ; 

I, John A. Sweeney, an examiner in chancery of this court, do 
hereby certify that pursuant to agreement of counsel the foregoing 
depositions of Susan S. Hodge, Irene H. Stansbury, Alice Key Brown, 
and George E. Hamilton were taken down by me in shorthand, in the 
presence of and from the oral statements of the said witnesses, at the 
times and places designated in the captions thereof, and after the 
same had been reduced to typewriting they were read over by the 
said witnesses and by them subscribed in my presence, the said wit¬ 
nesses having been by me first duly sworn to testify the truth, the 
whole truth, and nothing but the truth touching the matters at issue 
in said cause. 

I further certify that I am not of counsel for any of the parties 
hereto or in any manner interested in the result of this proceeding. 

JOHN A. SWEENEY, 

Examiner in Chancery. 

52 Exhibit No. 1. 

Filed April 2, 1900. 

(Certificate of Incorporation and By-laws.) 

Certificate of incorporation. 

This is to certify that we, whose names are hereunto subscribed, 
citizens of the United States, and a majority of whom are citizens 
of the District of Columbia, have associated ourselves together pur¬ 
suant to the provisions of sections 545 to 552, inclusive, of th© 
Revised Statutes of the United States relating to the District of 
Columbia, and of the act to amend the same, approved April 23,1884, 
under the corporate name of “ the Washington Home for In¬ 
curables.” 

The association is organized for the term of fifty years. 

The particular object and business of the association is the care 
of indigent, incurable persons, of both sexes, under the regulations 
and restrictions established by its by-laws. 

Any person contributing five dollars yearly, or over thirty dollars 
in one sum, shall be a member-of the association. 

The affairs, funds, and property of the association shall, for the 
first year, be managed by a board of management consisting of the 
following officers: 

President, Mrs. Katherine Everett. 

Vice-president, Mrs. E. Snowden Bell. 

Secretary, Miss J. Corson. 
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Corresponding secretary, Mrs. E. Phillips. 

53 Two trustees, Thomas Hyde and E. Francis Riggs. 

Treasurer, Mrs. E. Phillips. 

The board of managers shall be competent to supply any vacan¬ 
cies occurring in its number for the residue of an annual term or 
until their successors are appointed. 

In testimony whereof we have hereunto set our hands this sixth 
day of March, A. D. 1889. 

KATHERINE EVERETT. 

E. SNOWDEN BELL. 

E. FRANCIS RIGGS. 

Witness: 

W. L. FINLEY. 


Washington : 


On the sixth day of March, A. D. 1889, before me, the subscriber, 
a notary public in and for the District of Columbia aforesaid, per¬ 
sonally appeared Katherine Everett, E. Snowden Bell, and E. Fran¬ 
cis Riggs, parties to the foregoing articles of incorporation, and 
acknowledged the same to be their act and deed for the purposes 
therein set forth. 

Given under my hand and notarial seal this sixth day of March, 
A. D. 1889. 


[notarial seal.] 


W. L. FINLEY, 

Notary Public. 


Received for record March 6, 1889, at 2.25 p. m., and recorded in 
Liber No. 4, fob 438, Acts of Inc. Dist. of Col., and examined. 

(Signed) JAMES M. TROTTER, Recorder. 

Office of recorder of deeds, District of Columbia. 


54 By-Laws. 

Article I. 

Objects. 

& 

The object of this charity, which is entirely unsectarian, is to pro¬ 
vide a comfortable and permanent home for persons who have been 
resident in the District of Columbia for three years, who are afflicted 
with an incurable physical disability or disease, and for whom no 
provision exists elsewhere, except the almshouse; and for such 
children as may be admitted to the Lolie Wolcott ward. 

Article. II. 

Membership. 

Any person contributing five dollars annually, or twenty dollars 
in one sum, shall be a member of this association, and entitled to 
vote at the annual meeting for the election of the board of man¬ 
agers. 
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Article III. 

The Board of Managers. 

The general interests and management of the association shall be 
in the hands of a board of managers of not over thirty-six members, 
including the officers. The board shall be elected annually by bal¬ 
lot, by the members of the association as defined in article II, and 
shall be divided into three classes to serve, respectively, for one, two, 
and three years, and until their successors are elected. The first 
board of managers elected after the adoption of these by-laws shall 
be classified for on two, or three year term of service by lot. 

55 * Article IV. 

The Executive Committee. 

The superintendence, and also the receipts and expenditures of 
the home shall be under the management of an executive committee, 
consisting of the president, ex officio , or acting president, the treas¬ 
urer, and three managers, not officers of the board ; the three man¬ 
agers to be elected by the board at its annual meeting. Such ex¬ 
ecutive committee shall serve one year, and until its successors are 
elected. It shall report to the board at each monthly meeting, and 
make special reports at any time to special meetings called as .here¬ 
inafter provided. The executive committee shall, in co-operation 
with the medical staff draw up a set of rules for the government of 
the employes and patients of the home; which rules, after being 
approved by the board of managers, shall be printed, and a copy 
hung in each patient’s room, and in the corridors, and other con¬ 
spicuous places of the building; and all officers, employes and pa¬ 
tients must be governed by the same. Additions or alterations of 
such rules can only be made by the board of managers. 

Article V. 

The Medical Staff. 

It shall be the duty of at least one member of the medical staff, 
t'o make reports, and to make and consider suggestions within his 
professional capacity. They shall, at such times as seem suitable to 
themselves, at least once a year, examine the condition of every 
patient, and report promptly to the board any case, in their opinion, 
unfit to remain as a charge upon the home, and such patient shall 
after approval of the report by the board, be removable from the 
home. ' 

56 ; Article VI. 

The Officer's. 

The officers of this association shall consist of a president, a first 
and second vice-president, a recording secretary, a corresponding 
secretary, a treasurer, and two trustees, all to be elected at the annual 
meeting, to serve for one year and until their successors are elected. 
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Article VII. 

Duties of the President and Vice-Presidents. 

The president shall preside at all meetings, and call special meet¬ 
ings as may be required. She shall sign all certificates of admission, 
and all contracts, deeds or other papers affecting the monetary in¬ 
terest of the association, when so directed by the board of man¬ 
agers. The first vice-president shall preside at all meetings, and 
perform all the duties of the president in the absence or inability of 
the latter to act; and the second vice-president, in the absence or 
inability to act of the president and first vice-president. 

Article VIII. 

Duties of the Recording Secretary. 

The recording secretary shall keep a list of all the members, and 
call the roll; shall take the minutes of each meeting, which shall 
be read at the next regular meeting; shall preserve a copy of the 
by-laws and all resolutions which may be adopted; shall take 
charge of all papers, not financial, coming into the possession of the 
board, unless otherwise directed, and shall deliver them to her suc¬ 
cessor. 

Article IX. 

Duties of the Corresponding Secretary. 

57 The corresponding secretary shall conduct all correspond¬ 
ence; notify members of their election ; and give due notice 
of all regular and special meetings in a clear and legible manner. 

Article X. 

Duties of the Treasurer. 

All money subscribed, donated or collected in the name of the 
Home for Incurables must be paid over to the treasurer, who shall 
give a receipt for the same, recording the amounts and the names of 
the subscribers or donors in a suitable book which shall be produced 
at each meeting. The treasurer shall have charge of all financial 
papers, and disburse the funds of the association under the direction 
of the executive committee. He shall render a monthly and annual 
report of all moneys received or disbursed by him. The funds of 
the association shall be deposited with some approved banker, and 
paid out only by the treasurer on the written order of the president 
or acting president, under the direction of the board of managers. 
The treasurer shall enforce the payment of 25 cents for non-attend¬ 
ance at the meetings. 

Article XI. 

Meetings. 

The regular meetings shall be held on the first Thursday in every 
month. Special meetings shall be called by the president or acting 






HENRY HASTINGS ET AL. 


38 


president, or by the corresponding secretary, at the written request 
of the executive dommittee, or of any seven managers. Seven mem¬ 
bers shall constitute a quorum for the transaction of business at a 
meeting, but a smaller number may adjourn from time to time, send¬ 
ing notice of their adjournment to each manager. 

58 Article XII. 

The Annual Meeting . 

The annual meeting of the members of the association shall be 
held on the last Thursday in February, at which meeting twelve 
members of the association shall constitute a quorum, but a less 
number shall have power to adjourn such meeting from time to 
time until a quorum is obtained. The members of the association 
at such annual meeting shall elect by ballot the successors of the 
managers whose term is expiring. The new board of managers 
shall meet immediately after the adjournment of the members’ 
meeting, and shall elect its officers, executive and admission com¬ 
mittees for the ensuing year. All elections to be by ballot and no 
voting by proxy to be allowed. The reports of the president, treas¬ 
urer and medical staff must be rendered at the annual meeting. 
A notice of the time and place of meeting, of any adjournment 
thereof, must be sent to every member of the association. 

Article XIII. 

Vacancies. 

All vacancies among officers or managers shall be filled by special 
election by ballot of the board—in the case of managers such elec¬ 
tion shall only be for the unexpired term of the vacancy filled. No 
manager shall hold more than one office at the same time. Names 
of candidates for vacancies shall be announced at the meeting 
previous to their election, and not less than two candidates shall be 
named for each vacancy as manager. 

59 Article XIV. 

Committees. 

A visiting committee of two managers shall be appointed by the 
president or acting president, for each month. Such committee 
shall visit the home as frequently as possible during their term of 
service, and closely examine into its condition and requirements. 
They shall report to the board at the first meeting after their month 
of visiting, with any recommendations and suggestions. If they 
find any matter requiring immediate attention or action, they shall 
report at once to the president or acting president. 

A committee on admissions shall be elected annually, consisting 
of three members. It shall be their duty to inquire into applica¬ 
tions, and report at the next meeting of the board; when a majority 
shall accept or reject them. The chairman to admit accepted appli¬ 
cants, in turn, as vacancies occur. 
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Article XV. 

Entertainments. 

No entertainments, fair or concert, or other public meeting for the 
benefit of this association, is desired or encouraged unless the same 
has been authorized or approved in advance by the board of 
managers. 

Article XVI. 

Order of Business. 

1. Devotional exercises. 

2. Calling the roll. 

3. Reading and approval of minutes of previous meeting. 

4. Treasurer’s report. 

60 5. Report of committees. 

6. Appointment of visiting committee. 

7. Miscellaneous business. 

Article XVII. 

Amendments. 

All amendments of the by-laws must be'proposed in writing at a 
meeting previous to that at which they are to be acted on, and for 
their adoption they shall require two-thirds of the votes cast. 


61 Exhibit No. 2. 

Filed April 2,1900. 

“ The Louise Home,” founded by W. W. Corcoran. 

Erected in 1869-70 and opened for the reception of inmates April 

17,1871. 

“ Non ignarus mali , miseris succurrere disco ” 

Trustees. 

Hon. Walter 8. Cox, of Washington, D. C. 

Matthew W. Galt, do. do. 

James M. Johnston, do. do. 

Thomas Hyde, do. do. 

Directresses. 

Mrs. Beverly Kennon, president, Washington, D. C. 

Miss Jeannie Turnbull, secretary, do. do. 

Mrs. Alexander B. Hagner, do. do. 

Mrs. John G. Parke, do. do. 

Mrs. Richard K. Stone, ' do. do. 

Mrs. S; C. Thom, Maryland. 

Mrs. Calderon Carlisle, Washington, D. C. 

Mrs. Allan McLane, do. do. 

Mrs. Josephine G. Sowers, do. do. 




'HENRY HASTINGS ET AL. 


35 


62 Letter from W. W. Corcoran to the Trustees. 

Washington, December' 4th, 1870. 

Gentlemen : The deed which I now deliver to you is for. the es¬ 
tablishment of an institution which, from -my long and intimate 
knowledge of you all, I doubt not, will meetwith ready concurrence 
and sympathy in your minds and hearts. 

It is in this confidence that I have, without your previous assent, 
made use of your names as its chosen trustees and governors. 

The deed itself sufficiently defines the general scope and nature of 
my intention; but a great deal is necessarily left to your judgment 
and discretion, in the liberal and efficient administration of the 
trust. 

In the name given by the deed to this institution you will not fail 
to see that a husband’s and father’s memory has mingled itself with 
and stimulated his leading intentions; but this, I am sure, will only 
serve to induce you the more readily to join me in the effort to estab¬ 
lish a permanent and well-regulated, though necessarily limited, 
charity. 

"lam, gentlemen, with warm regards, your friend, 

W. W. CORCORAN. 

To James M. Carlisle, George W. Riggs, James C. Hall, and 
Anthony Hyde, Esqrs. 

63 Washington, December 7th, 1870. 

Dear Sir : We have formally accepted, under our hands and 
seals, upon the instrument itself, the trusts confided to us by the 
deed delivered with your letter. 

We sincerely hope that your life may be long spared to witness 
and to enjoy the fruits of your noble beneficence, with which we 
esteem it an* honor to be thus connected. 

Be assured that we will sincerely endeavor to carry your inten¬ 
tions into effect, so far as their execution may depend upon us, and 
that we shall always feel that our charge is at once a princely 
charity and a touching monument to your own most sacred mem¬ 
ories. 

With hearty wishes for your continued health and happiness, 

We remain, faithfully, your friends, 

J. M. CARLISLE. 

GEO. W. RIGGS. 

J. C. HALL. 

ANTHONY HYDE. 

To W. W. Corcoran, Esq., Washington, D. C. 

64 The deed referred to is as follows: 

This indenture made this 21st day of November in the year 
of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and sixty-nine, by and 
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between William W. Corcoran of the city of Washington and Dis¬ 
trict of Columbia of the first part, and James M. Carlisle, Geo. W. 
Biggs and James C. Hall, of the said city of Washington, and 
Anthony Hyde of Georgetown, in said District, of the second part, 
witnesseth: 

Whereas, it is the desire and intention of the said William W. 
Corcoran to establish and maintain, in the city of Washington afore¬ 
said, to the extent hereinafter provided for, and to such extent of 
endowment, or other provision, as the said Corcoran may from time 
to time, and at any time, by gift, devise, bequest, or otherwise de¬ 
termine, an institution for the support and maintenance of a limited 
number of gentlewomen, who have been reduced by misfortune, so 
as, in the judgment of the trustees and directresses as hereinafter 
provided for, to be proper persons to receive such assistance, to be 
held by the trustees herein named, as parties of the second part, and 
the survivors, and survivor of them, his heirs, executors, adminis¬ 
trators and assigns, forever, for that purpose, to be by them man¬ 
aged, held, or conveyed as hereinafter provided. 

And, whereas, the said William W. Corcoran, in furtherance of 
said desire and intention, has erected on the lots of ground herein¬ 
after specified, a suitable house and other conveniences, and intends 
to provide for the support of such destitute but refined and 

65 educated gentlewomen as may be, under such rules and reg¬ 
ulations as may be from time to time adopted, in accordance 

with the provisions of this trust, admitted to its benefits : 

How, therefore, this indenture witnesseth : That the said William 
W. Corcoran, in consideration of the premises, and of the sum of five 
dollars current money of the United States, to him in hand paid by 
the said parties hereto of the second part, at and before the enseal¬ 
ing and delivery of these presents, the receipt whereof he doth 
hereby acknowledge, hath granted, bargained, and sold, aliened, 
enfeoffed, and conveyed, and by these presents doth grant, bargain, 
and sell, alien, enfeoff, convey, and confirm unto them, the said 
James M. Carlisle, George W. Biggs, James C. Hall, and Anthony 
Hyde, parties hereto of the second part, and the survivors and sur¬ 
vivor of them, his heirs, executors, administrators, and assigns for¬ 
ever, lots numbered eleven, twelve, thirteen, fourteen, fifteen, and 
sixteen (11,12,13,14,15,16), in square numbered one hundred and 
ninety-six (196), situated in the city of Washington, in the District 
of Columbia, according to the public plat of said city, containing for 
the ground hereby conveyed, in all fifty-two thousand seven hun¬ 
dred and thirty-four square feet, more or less, together with the im¬ 
provements, privileges, hereditaments, and appurtenances thereto 
belonging, and all the estate, right, title, and interest of the said 
William W. Corcoran in and to the same: 

66 To have and to hold, the said parcels of ground, with the 
improvements et cetera, as aforesaid, unto them, the said par¬ 
ties of the second part, and the survivors and survivor of them, his 
heirs, executors, administrators, and assigns forever : 

In trust for the uses, intents, and purposes following, and none 
other, that is to say: * 
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First. To hold the title to the land and premises hereinbefore pre¬ 
scribed, to serve the uses, and to and for the intents and purposes 
hereinbefore and hereinafter specified, limited, declared or directed ; 
and in the event of, procuring an act of incorporation, which they 
are hereby authorized to apply for and accept, but which charter 
shall not depart from, but be upon its face expressly declared to be 
in execution and furtherance of, the trust created by this deed, with¬ 
out any alteration, then to convey the said land and premises with 
all the appurtenances, and all the endowment or endowments of 
every name and nature which they may at such time hold for the 
uses and purposes of this trust, to the corporate body which shall 
have been so created upon the same trusts as are declared by this 
deed. 

Secondly. Until such incorporation, the said trustees shall organ¬ 
ize themselves for the convenient management of the trust hereby 
confided to them, with such officers and agents and such by-laws not 
inconsistent with the provisions of this deed, as they may deem ad¬ 
visable and convenient; and such by-laws they may, from time to 
time,alter, amend, enact and repeal,in their discretion, but so that the 
express provisions and directions contained in this instrument shall 
in all things be observed and provided for in such by-laws. 

67 Thirdly. A record of the proceedings of the said trustees, 
whether corporate or unincorporate, shall be kept in a sub¬ 
stantial book; in which shall be recorded, among other things, a 
copy of this deed, and the organization thereunder, and of all by¬ 
laws and orders; and to the end that there shall always be four 
trustees capable of acting in the execution of the said trusts, there 
shall be at all times recorded in the said book the names of two 
persons who shall have been selected by the four trustees for the 
time being, who shall, in the order in which their names shall be 
recorded, fill any vacancies that may occur in the said number of 
four acting trustees, by reason of death, resignation, removal or in¬ 
capacity to act; which vacancies shall be declared by the remaining 
trustees or trustee, and recorded as often as occasion, may require, 
and notice given to the successor or successors who shall thereupon 
assume and exercise their duties and powers as such. 

And in the event of any act of incorporation in the premises being 
obtained and accepted, the number of four corporators shall, in like 
manner, be always kept full, and successors shall, from time to time, 
be provided for, designated, and supplied from such record as occa¬ 
sion may require; provided, that the trustees or corporators for the 
time being, or a majority of them, may, for any cause sufficient in 
their judgment, by a regular vote, and "the record thereof, alter such 
list of names for supplying vacancies, by striking off any name or 
names, and substituting others. 

Fourthly. The trust hereby created is hereby declared and 

68 expressly limited to be the founding and perpetual keeping 
up and supporting and management of an institution to be 

used exclusively for the comfortable maintenance and support (not 
including the furnishing of wearing apparel) of as many such des- 
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titute, but refined and educated gentlewomen as aforesaid, as the 
buildings, improvements, resources, and circumstances of the trust 
may, from time to time, suitably accommodate, of which the direc¬ 
tresses, or any seven of them, will with the concurrence of the 
founder, the said William W Corcoran, during the period of his 
natural life, shall determine ; such determination, and concurrence 
to be, as often as necessaiy, expressed upon the record. And the 
ladies, directresses, hereinafter referred to, or any seven of them, 
with the consent of the said trustees, and with the like concurrence 
of the founder, during his lifetime, shall designate from time to 
time the persons who shall have admission to the establishment as 
inmates, and may from time to time, in like manner, for sufficient 
cause in their judgment, expel any inmate or inmates. 

Fifthly. The said institution shall always be known by the name 
of the Louise Home. 

Sixthly. There shall be no discrimination or distinction on ac¬ 
count of religious creed or sectarian opinions, in respect of the 
trustees, directresses, officers, or inmates of the said establishment; 
but all proper facilities that may be possible in the judgment of the 
trustees, shall be allowed and furnished to the inmates for the 'wor¬ 
ship of Almighty God, according to each one’s conscientious 
belief. 

69 Seventhly. For the admission and expulsion of inmates, 
subject to the approval of the board of trustees, and for the 

internal management, direction and government of the establish¬ 
ment, and for the personal supervision of the inmates, there shall 
always be a board of directresses, consisting of nine ladies, the origi¬ 
nal nine being now designated and selected by the founder as fol¬ 
lows : Mrs. Benjamin Ogle Taylor, Mrs. George W. Riggs, Miss Sarah 
Coleman, Mrs. Richard H. Coolidge, Mrs. James M. Carlisle, Mrs. 
John Marbury, Se., Mrs. Beverly Kennon, Mrs. Richard T. Merrick, 
and Mrs. S. P. Hill, all of the county of Washington, D. C., and all 
vacancies occurring from time to time by death, resignation or other¬ 
wise, shall be filled and supplied by a vote and order of the remain¬ 
ing directresses, not less than seven of them concurring therein. 
The board of directresses shall organize in such manner, and adopt 
and record such general regulations and orders, as may not be incon¬ 
sistent with this deed, and as shall be approved by a majorRy of the 
full board of trustees, with the concurrence of the founder, in his 
lifetime, and in like manner may amend, alter, or in any manner 
modify the same as experience may suggest, the intent being that 
the said directresses shall manage all the domestic concerns of the 
establishment. 

Eighthly. The services of the trustees and directresses are to be 
purely gratuitous, without any manner of pecuniary reward, such 
services being given as contributions to the institution. 

Ninthly. The general intent of the said party of the first 

70 part being expressed in general terms in the premises and 
recitals of this instrument, and further indicated with certain 

specifications in the aforegoing articles numbered from one to eight, 
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inclusive, it is hereby declared that all and singular the gifts, grants, 
conveyances, and endowments, herein expressed and set forth, are 
to and for the trusts, intents and purposes, so as aforesaid expressed, 
implied, set forth, or indicated, and to none other whatsoever. 

And that while it is the intention of the grantor and donor herein 
that no mere formal or technical breach of or departure from the 
terms and conditions of this trust shall operate as any forfeiture or 
defeasance in favor of his heirs, or of any claiming in his right, 
nevertheless it is hereby declared, and these presents are upon the 
express and strict condition that these presents and every matter 
and thing hereinbefore contained, and every estate, right, title, in¬ 
terest, and power thereby given, granted, conveyed, and limited 
shall cease and determine and become utterly void and of none effect 
whensoever it shall be decreed, adjudged, or declared by the highest 
judicial authority having jurisdiction upon a proper proceeding in 
law or in equity, to be instituted by the heirs, devisees, or assigns, 
of the said party of the first part, that the real estate hereinbefore 
conveyed shall have been diverted from the purposes of this trust, 
to be gathered from this instrument, in all its parts and provisions, 
so as substantially to defeat, or plainly to be inconsistent with and 
repugnant to this trust, construed and interpreted in a liberal and 
sensible spirit, and thereupon, as in case of a breach of a 
strict condition subsequent, the heirs, devisees, assigns, 
71 or other proper legal representatives in the premises of the 
said William W. Corcoran shall be entitled to re-enter upon 
the said real estate, as of. his the said William W. Corcoran’s right 
and title prior to the execution of these presents, and as if the same 
had never been executed ; and in like manner all and every other 
estate, property, chattel, or valuable thing, the title ”to which shall 
have proceeded in the premises from said William W. Corcoran to 
the said trustees or their successors and assigns shall, as far as may 
be consistent with the rules and principles of law and equity, 
revert and be reverted in right of the said William W. Corcoran or 
his proper legal representatives therein. 

In testimony whereof the said party of the first part hath hereunto 
set his hand and affixed his seal the day and year first hereinbefore 
written. 

(Signed) W. W. CORCORAN, [seal.] 


Signed, sealed, and delivered in the presence of— 
(Signed) N. CALLAN. 


We jointly and severally accept the trusts of the foregoing deed. 
Witness our hands and seals the said twenty-first day of November, 
A. D. eighteen hundred and sixty-nine. 


(Signed) 

(Signed) 

(Signed) 

(Signed) 


J. M. CARLISLE. 

"seal." 

GEO. W. RIGGS. 

SEAL. 

J. C. HALL. 

SEAL. 

ANTHONY HYDE. 

SEAL. 
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72 District of Columbia, \ 7 . , 

County of Washington, j scl ‘ %ce ' 

I, Nicholas Callan, a notary public in and for said county, do 
hereby certify that William W. Corcoran, the party of the first part 
to the annexed foregoing deed, bearing date the twenty-first day of 
November, eighteen hundred and sixty-nine, personally appeared 
before me in my county aforesaid, the said William W. Corcoran 
being personally well known to me as the person who executed the 
said deed, and acknowledged the same to be his act and deed for 
the uses and purposes therein expressed. 

Given under my hand and notarial seal in the year eighteen 
hundred and seventy, on the fourth day — December. 

N. CALLAN, 

[seal.] Notary Public. 

Note. —The grounds embraced in the deed cover about 53,000 
square feet, and front on Massachusetts avenue 381 feet. 

Endowment. —The institution was endowed by Mr. Corcoran with 
a fund of $325,000, well invested, in addition to the building and 
grounds, worth $200,000. 

73 Charter. 

An act to incorporate the Trustees of the Louise Home, and for 

other purposes. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States of America in Congress assembled, That James M. 
Carlisle, George W. Riggs, and James C. Hall, of Washington city, 
in the District of Columbia, and Anthony Hyde, of Georgetown, in 
said District, and their associates and successors, be, and they are 
hereby, created and constituted a body politic and corporate in law, 
by the name and style of the Trustees of the Louise Home; and 
by that name may sue and be sued, implead and be impleaded, have 
perpetual succession, and shall and^ may take, hold, manage and dis¬ 
pose of, at all times, real and personal estate, and shall and may do 
and perform all other acts and things necessary or appropriate for 
the execution of the trusts created and conferred on them in and 
by a certain deed from William W. Corcoran, of said city of Wash¬ 
ington, to them, the said parties hereinbefore named, which is dated 
on the twenty-first day of November, eighteen hundred and sixty- 
nine, and was recorded on the fifteenth day of December, eighteen 
hundred and seventy, in liber numbered six hundred and thirty, 
beginning at folio four hundred and fifty-eight, one of the land 
records of the county of Washington, in the District aforesaid, to 
which reference is hereby made for greater certainty, the intent of 
this charter of incorporation being that the same shall be in execu¬ 
tion of the trusts in said deed declared and set forth, and not to any 
other intent or purpose whatever. 

74 Sec. 2. That the buildings and grounds connected there¬ 
with, and all property held by said trustees for the purposes 
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of said trust, on the square numbered one hundred and ninety-six, 
shall be free from all taxes and assessment by the municipal author¬ 
ities, or by the United States, so long as the same shall be held and 
used for the purposes of said trust. 

Sec. 3. That the said trustees and their associates and successors 
be, and they are hereby authorized and empowered, for the uses 
and purposes of said institution, to close that part of the public alley- 
fifteen feet wide, in said square, which opens on Massachusetts 
avenue: Provided, that the said trustees pay for the ground in¬ 
closed in said alley at the assessed rate of the ground contiguous to 
the same in said square, and expend the amount thereof in grading 
and paving the residue of the public alley therein, or pay the same 
pro rata, to the holders of property fronting on said alley, according 
to the number of front feet, if a majority of the owners of said front 
feet shall so elect. 

Sec. 4. That this act shall be subject to the action of future Con¬ 
gresses, to be altered, amended, or repealed "as the public good may 
require. 

Approved March 3,1875. 

75 Organization and By-laws of the Louise Home, Adopted by the 

Board of Trustees, Washington, D. C., 1869. 

ORGANIZATION AND BY-LAWS. 

Organization and by-laws of the trustees of “ The Louise Home ” 

under the deed of trust from Mr. Corcoran, dated 21 November, 

1869. 

The trustees, consisting of James M. Carlisle, George W. Riggs, 
James C. Hall, and A. Hyde, met at Mr. Corcoran’s office and organ¬ 
ized by the election of Mr. Carlisle as president, Mr. Riggs as treas¬ 
urer, and Mr. Hyde as secretary ; and 

Ordered that the officers of the board shall consist of a president, 
secretary, and treasurer; and at the same time adopted the following 
by-laws for the government of the institution: 

The President. 

1st. The president shall preside at all meetings of the board of 
trustees, and shall perform such duties as usually appertain to that 
office; and in his absence the board may appoint any one of its 
members president pro tempore. 

76 The Secretary. 

2nd. The secretary shall keep a record of the proceedings of the 
trustees, in accordance with the terms of the deed of trust, and both 
he and the treasurer shall make an annual report of the details of 
the institution on the first day of January in each year. 

6—1052a 
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The Treasurer. 

3rd. The treasurer shall receive all moneys due the institution, 
or which shall be paid or payable to the same as income, and shall 
disburse the same on a check of the secretary to the order of the 
party entitled to the money, which check shall be based upon a 
duplicate bill and receipt, for purchases, &c., made under the order 
of the board of directresses, or a committee specially appointed by 
said board for that purpose; which bills shall first be approved by 
the matron or acting matron, and be countersigned by the secretary. 

Funds. 

4th. The funds of the institution—that is, the endowment or 
principal fund—shall be held by and in the name of “the Trustees 
of the Louise Home,” but they may make any one of the officers of 
said board the custodian thereof, and may, in their discretion, re¬ 
quire said custodian to give security for the safe keeping of the 
said principal funds; and may also, in their discretion, require the 
treasurer to give security for the safe keeping and disbursement of 
the income of the institution. 

Accountability. 

5th. The matron or acting matron shall make all purchases 
77 of supplies for the institution, and shall require duplicate 
bills and receipts for the same, to be approved by her before 
payment; one of which shall be kept by the matron and the other 
handed to the party to be presented to the secretary for payment. 

6th. The form of the bills shall be printed and uniform, and when 
made out and approved by the matron, and receipted, shall be coun¬ 
tersigned by the secretary, and the secretary shall then issue his 
check, as directed in paragraph No. 3, upon which the treasurer 
shall pay and the secretary retain the bill as a voucher. 

7th. The matron shall make and keep all her accounts, and settle 
the same monthly, and each bill, when approved, shall be entered 
by her in a book to be kept for that purpose showing, by consecutive 
numbers, from whom purchased, when purchased, and when ap¬ 
proved, together with the amount of the bill, and the quantities, and 
articles contained therein, and aggregate the same at the end of each 
month, under the several heads thereof. 

But as there are some supplies which cannot be laid in in quan¬ 
tity, such as vegetables, fruit, and such like, which are very perish¬ 
able in their nature, and must be purchased from day to day, the 
matron shall draw a requisition on one of the printed bills for such 
an amount, monthly, as the board of directresses may order, to be 
expended in such perishable articles, and enter the same in one 
column in the monthly register under the head of miscellaneous, 
and shall keep an account of such expenditures, to be reported to 
the board of directresses, and be kept on its files. 
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78 8th. There shall also be a duplicate monthly requisition 
for the wages and salaries of all the employees, with their 

receipts thereon, approved by the matron and countersigned by the 
secretary, to be paid and disposed of as directed in the case of other 
bills. These must also be entered on the register, and all vouchers 
must be in duplicate and numbered consecutively from one upward, 
each duplicate bearing the same number, so that those retained by 
the matron and those filed with the secretary shall bear correspond¬ 
ing numbers. 

9th. There shall be kept a register of visitors, in which the matron 
shall see that the names and residences of all visitors shall be en¬ 
tered, with the date thereof. 

10th. Under the second article of the deed of trust, the board 
of trustees shall appoint a visiting physician and a consulting phy¬ 
sician, subject to Mr. Corcoran’s approval; which physicians will 
be expected to serve gratuitously, as an evidence of their apprecia¬ 
tion of this noble institution. 

11th. Under the third article, the trustees shall name two persons, 
with Mr. Corcoran’s concurrence, to be recorded, who shall, in the 
order in which they are recorded, fill any vacancy that may occur 
in the board of trustees. 

12th. Under the fourth article, the directresses, or any seven of 
them, with Mr. Corcoran’s concurrence, shall determine the number 
of inmates and record the same; and shall also, with the like con¬ 
currence and approval of the board of trustees, designate who • 

79 shall be inmates of the institution, and may expel the same in 
like manner. 

13th. Under article six, there shall be no religious or sectarian 
discrimination in the institution. 

14th. Under article seven, the board of directresses, subject to 
the approval of the board of trustees, shall have the internal man¬ 
agement, direction, and government of the institution and the per¬ 
sonal supervision of the inmates, and all vacancies in the board 
shall be filled by the board, not less than seven members thereof 
concurring therein. 

15th. The boa^rd of directresses may adopt and record such 
general regulations and orders for the internal management of the 
institution as shall be approved by a majority of the full board of 
trustees, with the concurrence of Mr. Corcoran; and may, in like 
manner, alter, amend, and change them at pleasure. 
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80 General Regulations for the Admission of Inmates and for the 

Internal Management of “ The Louise Home,” Washington , 

d. a 

GENERAL REGULATIONS. 

General regulations and orders adopted by the board of directresses 
of “ The Louise Home ” for the internal management of the in¬ 
stitution, approved by the trustees, according to article 7 of the 
deed of trust. 

Regulation 1. The general business and the internal management 
of the institute shall be conducted by a matron or superintendent, 
who shall perform such duties and keep such accounts as have been 
or may be prescribed by the board of trustees, and who shall be 
accountable to the board of directresses for the faithful performance 
of her duties, subject to the provisions of the deed of gift. 

Regulation 2. The matron shall make all her purchases and settle 
her accounts monthly, and report the same to the board of di¬ 
rectresses at the monthly meeting. 

Regulation 3. The matron shall receive visitors, and shall 

81 have entire control of the servants, hiring and dismissing 
them at her discretion; and shall fix such wages as shall be 

approved by the board of directresses. 

Whereas, it was not intended that the Louise Home should be, 
under any circumstances, a hospital for the insane, and there was 
no provision in the endowment, and there are no means within the 
control of the trustees for the proper treatment of persons so afflicted, 
therefore. 

It is hereby ordered as a rule of the institution and as a condition 
of all future admissions, that if any inmate of the home shall be¬ 
come insane the friends of such person shall be notified to remove 
her from the home, and in case of their failure so to do, the proper 
proceedings shall be taken to have her committed to the Govern¬ 
ment Hospital for the Insane. 

By order of the trustees. 

Approved by the board of directresses. 

Regulation 4. The board of directresses, with Mr. Corcoran’s con¬ 
currence, will appoint a matron and an assistant matron, and the 
assistant shall perform such duties as shall be assigned to her by the 
matron. 

Regulation 5. In the temporary absence of the matron, or in the 
event of her death, resignation, absence, or other inability to act, the 
assistant matron shall assume and discharge all the duties of the 
matron till her return, or the appointment of her successor. 

Regulation 6. All visitors are to be received with politeness and 
attention; but none are to be admitted before 12 o’clock meridian, 
unless accompanied by one of the directresses, or presenting from 
one of them a written request for admission. 

Regulation 7. When the visit is to one of the inmates, the visitor 
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should be conducted to the reception-room and the lady informed 
of the visit, and the inmates can receive their company in the public 
parlor or invite them to their rooms, as they may prefer. 

Regulation 8. No restraint shall be laid upon any of the inmates 
in regard to leaving or returning to the home, except that they will 
he expected to return by 10 o’clock p. m., when the house should be 
closed, or notify the matron of their intention to spend the night 
out, that no anxiety may be felt for their safety. 

82 Regulation 9. Ladies are to be received into the home 
without any admission fee; but, except under peculiar cir¬ 
cumstances, they must be over fifty years of age. 

Regulation 10. They will be required to provide their own 
clothing, but the furniture of their rooms will be supplied by the 
home. This, however, is not intended to deprive them of the 
privilege of bringing to their rooms any pictures or small articles 
valued by them from their association with other days. 

Regulation 11. All applications for admission must be made in 
writing and addressed to the “ Board of Directors of the Louise Home,” 
accompanied by recommendations from responsible persons, and 
vouchers of character, with all necessary information touching their 
previous life, circumstances, and condition; and also certificates that, 
they have no means of support themselves, and have no member of 
their own immediate family able to provide them a home. These 
applications will be decided, subject to the approval of the trustees 
and the concurrence of Mr. Corcoran, according to the terms of the 
trust, and the result communicated to the applicant. 

Regulation 12. The board of directresses shall hold monthly 
meetings, on the first Monday in each month, at the home, to receive 
applications for admission, and to receive and settle the accounts of 
the matron. At these meetings a visiting committee of two shall 
be appointed for the ensuing month, whose duty it shall be to pay 
weekly visits to the home, separately or together, as they may prefer, 
and at any hour, to confer with the matron on any business 
88 she may wish to bring before them, and to attend generally 
to the well-being of the establishment. 

Regulation 13. All deliberations should be considered strictly 
confidential by the members, 

Regulation 14. No complaint should be made to the matron or 
assistant, by the inmates, except in case of the negligence or inatten¬ 
tion of servants. If any other cause of complaint shall arise, it 
should be brought to the attention of the visiting committee, who 
may, if they think it necessary, bring the matter before the board at 
its next meeting. 

Regulation 15. The lady inmates, who are able, will be expected 
to take charge of their own rooms, assisted, as may be necessary, by 
the servants of the house. Those who are not able will have their 
rooms kept in order by the chambermaid, under the supervision of 
the matron. 

Regulation 16. The matron will be expected to treat the lady in¬ 
mates with kindness and consideration, providing all necessary 
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comforts and attention in sickness, taking care that the servants are 
respectful and attentive to their wants; and, in return, the ladies 
will be polite and respectful to the matron, giving her no unneces¬ 
sary trouble, and cheerfully complying with the rules of the estab¬ 
lishment. 

Regulation 17. A wise and judicious economy should be studied 
in every department of the institution, that the greatest amount of 
benefit may be obtained from the means furnished by the munifi¬ 
cent founder. 

84 Regulation 18. These regulations may be altered or amended,. 
in accordance with the terms of the trust, provided that no¬ 
tice be given of the proposed alteration at a meeting prior to that at 
which action may be had on it. 

Additional Regulations. 

Persons seeking admission into the “ Louise Home ” are expected 
to answer, or have answered, the following questions, upon the cor¬ 
rectness of which their admission will depend, as well as their re¬ 
maining when admitted: 

1st. What is your age ? 

2nd. Where is your place of residence? 

3rd. What is the present condition of your health, and your 
ability to help yourself ? 

4th. Are you, or are you not, subject to any chronic or spasmodic 
disease, and if any, what ? 

(Note. —It is not contemplated to admit persons who would be 
proper subjects for a hospital, or who are unable to wait on them¬ 
selves.) 

5th. Give a succinct account of your previous history, circum¬ 
stances, and family connexions ? 

6th. Have you any relative able to give or provide you a home ? 

7th. Have you any property which could be made available for 
your support, or any income ; and, if any, what, and how much ? 

8th. It will be expected that the ladies will conform to all the 
rules and regulations of the institution. 

85 9th. The matron should, and it is hereby made her im¬ 
perative duty to, inform the president or some member of the 

board of directresses, of any and every departure from the rules and 
regulations now existing or which may be hereafter prescribed or 
established. 

Ladies are not expected to bring furniture with them. 
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86 Opinion of Justice Hagner. 

Filed December 24,1900. 

Hastings et al. 
vs. 

Hamilton et al. 

I have no doubt, upon the facts presented in this cause and the 
authorities affeasable to the questions of law argued by the respect¬ 
ive counsel, that the objections taken in the bill to the validity of 
the tenth clause of the will of Mrs. Taylor and of the bequest in the 
thirteenth clause of the balance and residue of her estate to Mrs. 
Nesmith and her daughters upon certain trusts therein described 
should be sustained. It is needless to explain my construction of 
the authorities. 

I shall sign a decree declaring the legacies to “ The Old Ladies’ 
Home in Washington,” and the “Consumptive Home in Washing¬ 
ton, D. C.,” inoperative for want of legatees competent to take, and 
that the devise acid bequest to Mrs. Nesmith and her daughters in 
trust in the thirteenth clause of the will to be vague and indefinite 
and incapable of enforcement, and therefore null and void. 

87 Decree , &c. 

Filed December 24,1900. 

In the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 

Henry Hastings et al., Complainants, 1 

vs. > Equity. No. 20352. 

George E. Hamilton et al., Defendants, j 

* 

This cause came on to be heard upon the papers formerly read 
and the testimony of witnesses, and was argued by counsel; upon 
consideration whereof, the court being of opinion that the bequest 
by Kate H. Taylor, deceased, by the thirteenth clause of her will, in 
trust to Mrs. Nesmith and her daughters, Mary and Julia, to devote 
to such charities as they see fit, is too vague and indefinite to be 
capable of enforcement by a court of equity, and that the bequests 
in the tenth clause of said will to the “ Old Ladies’ Home in Wash¬ 
ington, D. C.,” and the “ Consumptives’ Home in Washington, D. 0.,” 
respectively, are invalid for want of legatees competent to take, it is, 
this the 24th day qf December, 1900, adjudged, ordered, and decreed 
that the said charitable trusts and bequests be, and they are hereby, 
declared void and of no effect, and that a resulting trust, to the ex¬ 
tent of two-thirds of the estate left undisposed of by reason of the 
invalidity of such charitable trust and bequests, be, and the same is 
.hereby, established in favor of the complainants, Henry and Kate 
Hastings, as heirs of the said Kate H. Taylor, deceased. 

A. B. HAGNER, 

Asso. Justice. 


j>No. 20352. Equity 
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GEORGE E. HAMILTON ET AL. VS. 


And from this decree an appeal is prayed by and allowed to the 
defendants. 

By the court: 

A. B. HAGNER, 

Asso. Justice. 


88 Or dm' for Citation. 

Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 

Hastings ) 

vs. V Equity. No. 20352. 

Hamilton et al. J 

Issue citation herein to complainants on appeal to Court of Ap¬ 
peals in open court taken. 

HAMILTON & COLBERT, 
Per L. J. POTTS. 

Citation as ordered issued and service accepted by complainants’ 
solicitors. 

89 In the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 

Henry Hastings and Kate Hastings! 

vs. >No. 20352. In Equity. 

George E. Hamilton et al. J 

The President of the United States to Henry Hastings and Kate 
Hastings, Greeting: 

You are hereby cited and admonished to be and appear at a 
Court of Appeals of the District of Columbia, upon the docketing 
the cause therein under and as directed, by the rules of said court, 
pursuant to an appeal entered and allowed in the supreme court of 
the District of Columbia on the 24th day of December, 1900, wherein 
George E. Hamilton, Edward J. Stellwagen, George A. Kettell, Mary 
Nesmith, Julia D. N. Ivy, formerly Julia D. Nesmith; The Old 
Ladies’ Home, The Consumptives’ Home, Ethel Hastings, Henrietta 
N. Hastings, The Washington Home for Incurables, and The Trus¬ 
tees of the Louise Home are appellants and you are appellees, to 
show cause, if any there be, why the decree rendered against 
the said appellants should not be corrected and why speedy justice 
should not be done to the parties in that behalf. 

Witness the Honorable Edward F. Bing- 
Beal Supreme Court ham, chief justice of the supreme court of 
of the District of the District of Columbia, this 28th day of 
Columbia. December, in the year of our Lord one thou¬ 

sand nine hundred (1900). 

JOHN R. YOUNG, Clerk. 

Service of the above citation accepted this 28th day of Dec., 1900. 

CHAPMAN W. MAUPIN, 

Attorney for Appellee-. 
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90 Order Directing Costs to be Paid from Funds in Hands of 

Executors. 

Filed December 31,1900. 

In the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 

Henry Hastings et al., Complainants, ) 

vs. > Equity. No. 20352. 

George E. Hamilton et al., Defendants, j 

Upon further consideration of the above entitled cause, it — 
ordered, this 31st day of December, 1900, that the costs therein be 
paid from the proceeds of the estate of Kate H. Taylor, deceased, in 
the hands of her executors up to the present time. 

A. B. HAGNER, 

Asso. Justice. 


Memorandum. 

January 12, 1901.—Appeal bond filed. 

r 

91 Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 

United States of America, \ 

District of Columbia, j 

I, John R. Young, clerk of the supreme court of the District of 
Columbia, hereby certify the foregoing pages, numbered from 1 to 
90, inclusive, to be a true and correct transcript of the record, as 
prescribed by rule 5 of the Court of Appeals of the District of Co¬ 
lumbia, in cause No. 20352, equity, wherein Henry Hastings et al. are 
complainants and George E. Hamilton et al. are defendants, as the 
same remains upon the files and of record in said court. 

In testimony whereof I hereunto subscribe 
‘ Seal Supreme Court my name and affix the seal of said court, at 
of the District of the city of Washington, this 7th day of Feb- 
Columbia. ruary, A. D. 1901. 

JOHN R. YOUNG, Clerk. 

Endorsed on cover: District of Columbia supreme court. No. 
1052. George E. Hamilton et al ., appellants, vs. Henry Hastings 
et al. Court of Appeals, District of Columbia. Filed Feb. 14, 1901. 
Robert Willett, clerk. 
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